Turret U T\. TO (TFT) 04/0007/2003-05 


RF.GD. NO. D. I.. (N) 04/0007/2003—05 


MRcT 



5RT 




(Hie (Baxette of <3udia 


yTteTT ^ Uchlf^ld 

PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY 

'Hlkilfteh 

WEEKLY 

tt. so] ^ f^nrarr 4 —f^ror io, 2011, *rfam?/ 3 ro?renT 13—wisimn 19,1933 

No. 50] NEW DELHI, DECEMBER 4—DECEMBER 10,2011, SATURDAY/AGRAHAYANA13—AGRAHAYANA 19,1933 

*TF! if f^n=T Tp3 HttMl ^ t' ^ WT T13T W 

Separate Paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation 

_ __ 

*rm ii —-ms 3 —(») 

PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ii) 


tttth m^rr ^ wmf (t$tt »tai?ra ^ wfaftns 3ftr 3 tRh^hiij 

Statutory Orders and Notifications Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(Other than the Ministry of Defence) 


farT tilUrW 
( 4*TtT faWT ) 

M farcnl, 28 2011 

^T. 3IT. 3501 —TP^njuT ^ (WI T& TRtW 
^*«r) FFta, 1970/1980 ^7^ 3 (1) ^ TTm 

^rfecT, thrift srsfa am) 

3^1WI, 1970/1980 *U7T 9 ^ 3 (^) 3^7 

(3-^0 ^RT 3KtT Wztii wit*] 7T73>R, 

AiKfll 6 * Pn 4 £T7T 3^7 ?Tcff 

3T«ZT^T, 18-8-1960), 

^ Prgf^R! ^ 3rftRj^n ^ fofa 4 cfa 3Rfa 
^ 'far* 3T*RT 3RT^ *4 4t 4^7 

3TFF ^ Pl^l°h H u >sd "4 3i^|ct>|fclch ~^T— -H<«t>lO 
^ 4 ilfafl 1? I 

[^T.TT. 6/50/2010"4t34-1] 
f^T5R 3m 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Financial Services) 

New Delhi, the 28th November, 2011 

S. 0.3501. —In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section 3 (h) and (3-A) of Section 9 of The Banking 
Companies (Acquisition & Transfer of Undertakings) Act, 
1970/1980 read with sub-clause (1) of clause 3 of The 
Nationalised Banks (Management & Miscellaneous 
Provisions) Scheme, 1970/1980, the Central Government 
hereby appints Shri Kiran B. Vadodaria (DoB : 
18-8-1960) as part-time non-official Director on the Board 
of Directors of United Bank of India for a period of three 
years from the date of notification of his appointment or 
until further orders, whichever is earlier, subject to the 
terms and conditions laid down by the Reserve Bank of 
India. 


4330 GI/2011 


(8897) 


[F. No. 6/50/2010-BO-I] 
VIJAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 
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M (VmT, 29 2011 

W. 3TT. 3502.—TITRWt Slfafwi, 1976 
( 1976 21) ^ 3 3R-qR1 (1) SRI WT 

*F1 #T ^ TRT^SRl, RR7T ^WT3J 

3RRRRW[^ RPT 11,7915 3,^-T^S (ii) RTRT W«t»K,^Rl 
TRRPI, ^ 3ITf*fo ^Rf fRRPT (IffoPl TURPI) 31 3PR7T, 
2006^R.Ril.3n. 1372 ^71?R TPfclfsild SlftR^3 PlHRifiaei 
R?TPpT ^R?ft t, ^TPRT: .- 

dH<J<w StftRJ^IT ^ ^71 7P37IT 2 <nR 

RRfgft, twjiifrffi, ifcm, v&m, ^h)j, 

Rhf^ctjC, den)! 71*71 ffl<iq"iwn4, =*)<"<., 

71*77 - T ta ftl fl Imf’ n^f H 7*7R RT ‘TlfRPRl^ TFH? ^ 

trqfrpt, ftwirPift, tPttr, Twra, fite, ^sieiU, fawjgw, 

nldf'Kl 7T*7T Rl*^ ’ ?1^ TrfRWlf'Rl f^T< RPRl I 

[RH. U l/8/2007-37R37R*ft] 
7J^77 Tit. 37Pf, qR°d 3PJR*TR SlfRRiR) 

fem qft : 3 iftRjgRi f^riR> 31 sprtt, 2006 

RR7I TF3P777, 3RnRRR^ RPI IT, 7sF5 3, ^R-TsP^ (ii) 
■4' 77. *F1.37T. 1384 (37) 71F71 y+lDdd *ft I 

New Delhi, the 29th November, 2011 

S.O. 3502.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Regional Rural Banks 
Act, 1976 (21 of 1976), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following amendments in the Notification ofthe 
Government of India, in the Ministry of Finance, erstwhile 
Department of Economic Affairs (Banking Division) number 
S.O. 1372 dated the 31st August, 2006 published in the 
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub¬ 
section (ii), name ly:— 

In the said Notification, in paragraph 2, for the words 
“Dharmapuri, Krishnagiri, Salem, Namakkal, Erode, 
Cuddalore, Villupuram, Kancheepuram, Tiruvallur, Vellore, 
Thiruvannamalai, Karur, Coimbatore and NiJgiri Districts 
of the State of Tamil Nadu” , the words “Dharmapuri, 
Krishnagiri, Salem, Namakkal, Erode, Cuddalore, Villupuram, 
Kancheepuram, Tiruvallur, Vellore, Thiruvannamalai, Karur, 
Coimbatore, Nilgiri and Tiruppur Districts of the State of 
Tamil Nadu” shall be substituted. 

[F.N. 1/8/2007-RRB] 
SURESH C. ARYA, Senior Research Officer 

Note :— The principal notification was published 
vide number S.O. 1384 (E) dated the 31st August, 2006 in 
the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, 
Sub-section (ii). 


fordl, 30 2011 

W. 3TT. 3503.—sftl uihVi ^ 
1981 ^ qRT 7 (2) ^ ^ 

KT 6 (1) C 7 !) HTCJ'SRjTf ^TT ’SRpT 

MKdh 4 ^ ^ 

MKdh R^l4 ^ ^ ^ ^f<TT 

^ cml <s ^ cfl^T 3FT^ 

(W, 1ft *ft it, TPSjfa ICTRfa 

( dl<W) ^ HS<rt ^ UIR ^ Pl^ieh 

■^7 ^ ilfnd ^ I 

[mU 7/4/2011-^-1] 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2011 

S.O. 3503.—In exercise ofthe powers conferred 
by Clause (c) ot the sub-section (1) of Section 6 of read 
with sub-section (2) of Section 7 of the Nations! Bank for 
Agriculture and Rural Development Act, 1981, the Central 
Government, in consultation with Reserve Bank of India, 
hereby nominate Shri Dipankar Gupta from the Central 
Board of Reserve Bank of India as a Director on the Board 
of Directors of the National Bank for Agriculture and Rural 
Development (NABARD) for a period of three years from 
the date of notification or until further orders, whichever is 
earlier vice Shri Lakshmi Chand. 

[F. No. 7/4/2011-BO-I] 
VIJAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 

2011 

m 3TT. 3504.—^«=h (y«h4 "0^ TR^) 
1970/1980 ^ ^ 3 ^ ( 1) ^ ^T«t UfecT, 

(^wrX m 3T5fa 3TWT) 
1970/1980 VRT 9 ^ (3) ^ ^ 

(t^) gi<i ^>t Trfrn 

^ Tl ’HK^n ^ qilCI H 2 ^ fqPlR^ ^rt 

^RT ^ 3 ^ r^fH^ ^ U!fH ^ 

(1) ^ Pl^ich ^ ^ c c^m "SlMIcr 

^ UtT WT?\ 3T1^T cT^> dlfMd TEft ^ :- 
1 2 ' 3| 

■^TT %\ TTR. 

f^fFT 

mfitypr sN> cTfer^r ^hi< 

^ mhl <^hk, Pn-sci 

§Ts<HI fq-dlq 


■.. 



[ *TFT II—73^5 3(ii)] 


W TTsm : ftSRT 10, 201 l/3m5m 19, 1933 
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sft WIh'Si , 

^TRffe?,ferTfa 

^>. tfNr 


^1 Rffe?, ferffa 
^felR 

■sT. 


pFlR, 6/1/2010-^-1] 
f^R 3RT Ufac| 

New Delhi, the 2nd December, 2011 

S.0.3504.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) of sub-section (3) of Section 9 of The Banking 
Companies (Acquisition and Transfer of Undertakings) 
Act, 1970/1980 read with sub-clause (1) of Clause 3, of 
The Nationalised Banks (Management and Miscellaneous 
Provisions) Scheme, 1970/1980, the Central Government, 
hereby nominate the persons specified in column 2 of the 
table below as Directors of the Banks specified in column 
1 thereof in place of the persons specified in column 3 of 
the said table, with immediate effect and until further 
orders:— 


TABLE 


1 

2 . 

3 

Dena Bank 

Shri. S. K. Jindal, 
Director, 

Department of 
Financial Services 

Dr. Tarsem 
Chand 

Corporation 

Bank 

Shri. L. K. Meena, 
Director, 

Department of 
Financial Services 

Shri Lalit 
Kumar 

United Bank 
oflndia 

Shri. Sandeep Kumar, 
Director, 

Department of 
Financial Services 

ShriS.K. 

Jindal 

Vijaya Bank 

Shri. V. K. Chopra, 
Deputy Secretary, 
Department of 

Financial Services 

ShriL. K. 
Meena 


1 _2_3_ 

UCO Bank Shri Pravin Rawal, Dr. K. L. 

Deputy Secretary, Prasad 

Department of 

_ Financial Services _ 

[F.No. 6/1/2010-BO-I] 
VIJAY MALHOTRA, Under Secy. 

(afrotfta* aftr farfta arcfefta qi fi re aq ;) 

^ferft, 5 f'WWT, 2011 
W. 3TT. 3505.—TUfwm ^ few 16 

2010 ^ ^ ^i few ^k^hi 

^TT*fTfr ffesft fefe ^ 

?. 10,000-325-15,200 &HHH ^-3 15,600- 

39100 + 6600 JlfdHIS ^ fesft ^ ^7 

^Ft tt$ ufefejfer ^ arafa ^ aqffe ?nff 3Tfea 
few 1-1-2012 ( 1 3^)^3Fl^'^F^felfe31-!2-2012 
w^ 1 3rn^ arfer w*n ’arfww^roiffe w, 
vt ^ -Eifer H, ^ ^ 1 1 

[w.u 1/1/2010-m] 

(Appellate Authority For Industrial And Financial 
Reconstruction) 

New Delhi, the 5th December, 2011 

S. O. 3505.—In continuation of this Authority’s 
Notification of even number dated 16-12-2010, the term of 
deputation of Shri Raghuvir Singh, a permanent PS of Rail 
Coach Factory, Kapurthala, as Principal Private Secretary 
(PPS) in this Authority on deputation basis in the pre¬ 
revised Pay Scale of Rs. 10,000-325-15,200 (Revised Pay 
BandPB-3 Rs. 15,600—391,00+6600 Grade Pay) is hereby, 
extended for a further period of one year w.e.fi 1-1-2012 
(F/N) to 31-12-2012 or till abolition of this Authority or 
until further orders, whichever is earlier, on the same terms 
and conditions. 

[F.No. 1/1/2010-Admin.] 
DAYANAND, Under Secy. 


*eut**« nRem ^cRTtrr M*iH4 
(tgifvuj ufimr f^rnr) 

19 313^, 2011 

W.3CT. 3506.—^ITTcffe Trffe\3lfefWT, 1956 (1956^T 102) 1! (2) ^RT3KrT?lfefei 

3 ffer ^ wfe 3 wref ^ iwski m aifaftw 3 J*rt sppjrft 

PlMfcrtfeici 'Mdl 
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■333 "^JT rw«feaw<f," ^Hl-HaiMJKl 3I#FT 

J? ^id'td fcrl^ <*mcih ( 3) ^> <^4 ^f ^^Phci] ^a4ci PiHtcil<3ci 3Td 

form *rmjn, :— 

) 

tiWlffa 

2 3 


‘ * ^R 3TTP ^fsR-IH T3^f Tnt.^.^.TRT 

3TTF TTSf^t” (T? ^ 'RMdlSflRl fafacRT faft ^ 

3T<^, ^JT, "4 "SlMsm 'fair ^ 7# ■fanfairf ^ 7RTO 
farafaaRRi ?Ri 15 ^, 2011 ^f 3 i«rai T?fa mv^ri w 
Ft) 

: r "r^ 

[T. V 120 1 2/193/2005-TR^- 
3jfom fm$, 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 

(Department of Health and Family Welfare) 

New Delhi, the 19th October, 2011 

S.O. 3506. —In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of Section 1 1 of the Indian Medical ( 
Act, 1956(102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India hereby, ma 
following further amendments in the First Schedule to the said Act, namely: — 

(a) In the said First Schedule against “Kannur University” under the heading ‘Recognized Medical Qualif 
[in column (2) ] and under the heading ‘Abbreviation for Registration’ [in column (3) ] the following shall be i 
namely: — 

i^-n)] 

i 

Council 
kes the 

ication’ 

nserted 

2 3 


“Bachelor of Medicine and M.B.B.S. 

Bachelor of Surgery” (This shall be a recognized medical qualification when 

by Kannur University in respect of students being tr 
Kannur Medical College, Kannur, Kerala on or after Jul 

granted 
ained at 

y, 2011 . 

[ No. U-12012/193/2005-M 

ANITA TRIPATHI, Und 

21 3^J3R, 2011 

■^T.OT, 3507.—^7TRFR, RR#T fafacRl1956 (1956 <FT 102) ^RRT 11 ^^q-URl 
KH TTfafa 1 ST 3jfal fR, Wfa fafacRl Wltf cfrtf <£ RK, SlfafalR Vm 3R^ $ frfa? 

TTTlfaT ^Rfft t, 

31^-41 ^ - 

(^) - 3*1 3J«W 3Rpj4t 3 3^7 ;sr3 TRfal yfafaq)' RK 3^ Tfa 

r<wfaaitri«, f^t qfttf ufrsr *rfarr sftr 3 t“r mz fafR fafa^ncRi, fajr, ^ iroy RPRirara 

s&n ( 2 ) ^ 3Tfafa] #fa^ afafci 3 ik TRfarnr #faii;Rsfan (3) ; 

^ S^cFfcT 3TftPT yfafoi ^ Tlfofe ^ 3TcT : WlftrT fom mRF:— 

E (P-II)] 
er Secy. 

(2)?R1 
ffal 3lh 

s fanr 
fafacRT 

2 3 


3lfar «tacrk ^ VTJ 

HMawiKi fqfctJOHI 3Tl>cTT Ftnt pqfocHl ”Rf 

farfaR, ^teRRl, ^1 3 3Tfafal fali^TT# falrf# 
3 f^TFT fq^qfq^M4, f^T, 5 

fW<* 7-12-2009 ^7T 6^ TT^PT ^ ^ Ft) 

n%n^r 

^RT 




II I |ffl 





[MPTII—T§rrs 3(ii)] 
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*A , sicTT3i# APsPtr t^F Ar?T7 


31# AfefiH ^qcu 3|# «40" 


37# AfeftH T^F «jqm 31# «40” 


“^■dc-K 31# APsPTH T3jF ^ddl 31#7#Tt" 


“^<rH 37# AfsftH 7[F 31#7#7t" 


37# AfsTtl'l T^F 4q<rH 33# ^40 " 


' ‘^rerr 33# AfFfrRT# ^Nr 37# ^#7t” 


‘ * ^ir 33 # AfsrtTR 33# 7Tjfft’ ’ 


TTTT <f| TT^T 

(■* 1 FTR 7 Hl-qdiyikl WVirMi 3 «jcii sl‘ 1 ) ^RFF Him»Ki sffaWS'Wl 
7 Ttf#T Rr+oHI HFlPq^lc-R «tii<rMft, ^ 7 ct A fyftlfsjF 
#71 ^ii # (qyi[ 5 # A> A ^qi** 2 ! 37)7 h«i <5 iq$iin 
fa^faFJlcR, fr^r, ^AtcT 5171 # 7 # 7 - 12-2009 ^ FT# RIF 
ysii # # Ft) 

73)7 At At T 77 

(RF TJ=F ilMdlUlkl f#+VHI 3 #T 1 F# *R RF At dkR u l 
yiijJAdH 7 TTRFT, ^d+W.^lA RMAR#F^ 7 AfAFnfARt 

^ Rl* A R #7 ttjksr 3 # W"& f^TH tRTRfRSllcTR, #| 7 , TO 1 

5171#7# 7-12-2009R1 FT# RIF W R>t # Ft) 

R ?7 At At#l 

(r^Ttri MMdiyikl PqPq>«H! 3 fi# F# RR RF ^“HiPkI PAPbcHI 
RFlfRSIlHR, tJRIM, ^ 7 ?T A Rf^FR fRR* RT 7 # fRSJlfAA! 
rA A ^AtR 7 RTT*R 3 ?t 7 T #5 fRRH tRTRfRTJRlR, #^ 7 , ^ 7 R 
5171 # 1 # 7 - 12-2009 Rt FT# RTF RFH RA # Ft) 

1331 At At R 77 

(RF #7 Hi-qciiyikl Pq[q>c«i 3 #ctf cl'fl RR RF 'iq-tAi P|fsq>ci 
R#tR, ^ct>U, ^T A R#fFRT fall RI # fRFnfAAf ^ RA 
A Atm TR 17 *R 3 ?tT 7#5 pq^i-l Pq^qPqt 4 ia«(, lA^T, Rtm ?TT1 
# 7 # 7 - 12-2009 RT ' 37 # RTF RFH # # Ft) 

# At At R 73 

(RF #7 HMdiyikl fAPfrcHl 33 #T A# ^R ^TF 
Afe*<r l ^■Jl *Rl^Tl, «t>lP^°l>U 3 rf?lfy 3 #TI ^ # 
fqsiif?# 7 R 5 Af q><.ci 7 ^ 17 * 2 i afrr 7 R 5 Pq^iH t^^feUTcR, 
f=TfE, ^ 7 ?T f^TRftFJIcR S 171 #1# 7 - 12-2009 ^ 37 # 

3 RR # ^) 

Tijr #r #t 3777 

(^IF 7 ^> Hi-'-foiyi l <i Pq|q)cdl ■ 3 # 1 T sOfl ^R W 7 [R "i t^TI 
Afe<»d ^B# 3 f AtRgrcRFT, H<rdyH , ^ 77 T ~A' 7 lf?lf^F #7 W 

# f^renW ^ 7TS^ Ar ^7717^07*37 3?17 7R5 i^RH t^1^T?R, 
f^C, 5171 ■#!# 7 - 12-2009 ^ 37 # Wf ^ # FI) 
TTt? «ft ^ 7^77 

C?iF 7337 m^idiyiki Pdf+cwi 3 #n f# ^ w APs'txd 
yrrldiF , f7#F, ^TcT Af Uftrfw ^ 7 # #aifW # 

7R35 Af ^Trf 7^I7«T tWR Pq^qPqtii<n<4, #^7, ^7^15171 #7# 
7 - 12-2009 ^T ^ 37 # ^15 3 RH # # Ft) 

TJT 3 -^t ■# T 371 

( 7 FFT 33 > HMd i y iR PdP°hrM I 3 #n F# ^ 5 R W 3 R 77 T 37 T^f%H 
7 T 7 * 31 , #^7, ^777 4 3 tM^R #Ti ‘sn 7 # #FJlf^Af ^ 7 RS A" 
^Tel 7 ^ 17»3 afl7 7 R 3 1^3713 Pq^qPqaKnq, 1 ^ 7 , ^777 5171 
# 7 # 7 - 12-2009 37 «RTFT#RK W=T ##Fl) _ 






[MFTII—*3^ 3(ii)] 


W^T WT3I 10, 2011/3?wm 19, 1933 
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2 

3 


Trq tt*t 

(3F HMflistiyi si'll '>i«i 3F JuqwR)!* 

, ctAcnH, ^ fanj ur Ti? ^ 

73f7«3 7RRS f^lH f^T, ^Tel SR 1 

Ptii'ch 7-12-2009 31*131 «ti<t xsii 3>t "*rf Ft) 


TJTT^t 4^ ^ 

f^facST 3T^ff FWt !TW ^ 

chW^l , ^<01 ^ yfVlf^TcT ITT 7^ ^ 

7133 3 ^Tel 7317*3 TJ3 7T33; f393f3SIT7I3, f^fC, 

IRlfalRT 7-12-2009 3133T ^71^ 3^ TO ^ Ft) 


TH? «ft 

(3F TT*F HMIdWI'd faPbrHI 31^31 Ff>ft 3F 3H^WdM 

hR^kh 4Rs*ei ct>Td*i, ^ yRifSTF 

ITT 7^ ^ ^ T^TT^ 

^TrT ]*RT Rll4) 7-12-2009 3^H ^ 

Ft) 


TH? 4t^t T^TT 

(”3F T TPTcTM T <T F^Rtic^l ^4fll $Vl) 

«t»fcW, 4 kci yRlI^TcT RhM, ITT 7^ 

^7?T *0^ [q^iN l^rf^n^T, ^TeT FKT 

f^rf^r 7-12-2009 


"Q^T TTTT 

(3F HMdiyM P^n+ioHI 3T#T Ft^t 33 3F 3T|3lTMtfi3 

^f&«hd «hTvt'j| i{,<.'ii=t)(rd T T, e tWei ^ 3tf?rf^Rf fa>>< 7^ 

Pd^nfMf ^ 7T^tl ^ ^7H W7*zj t^' f^lFT 

fW^7, ^777 ^TTlI^Tf^ 7-12-2009 3T«tm 37T^ ^ ^fl Tjf 


[71. ^-12012/57/201 l-^-(’ft-II)] 
31%h 3737 Trf^t 


New Delhi, the 21st October, 2011 

S.O. 3507. —In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of the Section 11 of the Indian Medical 
Council Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes the 
following further amendments in the First Schedule to the said Act, namely :— 

In the said Schedule — 

In the said First Schedule after “Kerala University” and entries thereto “Kerala University of Health & Allied 
Sciences, Thrissur, Kerala” shall be added and against “Kerala University ofHealth & Allied Sciences, Thrissur, Kerala”under 
the heading ‘Recognized Medical Qualification’ [hereinafter referred to as column (2) ], after the last entry and entry relating 
thereto under the heading ‘Abbreviation for Registration’ [hereinafter referred to as column (3) ] the following shall be 
inserted namely:— 
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“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


3 


M.BJB.S. 


grto 


(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrj 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Me| 
College , Gandhinagar, Kottayam, Kerala on or 
7-12-2009.) 

M.BJ3.S. 


ited 

ssur, 

dical 

after 


ited 
ssur, 
ra 
erry, 


grant 


ankai 


(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrj 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Mali 
Orthodox Syrian Church Medical College , Kolencty 
Kerala on or after 7-12-2009.) 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when gr;mted 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thr ssur, 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Sree Narayana 
Institute of Medical Sciences, Chalakka, Kerala on or after 
7-12-2009.) 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrj: 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Pushp; 
Medical College, Pushpagiri, Kerala on or after 7-12- 20 
M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when grJ 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrj; 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Govt. Mi 
College, Kozhikode, Kerala on or after 7-12- 2009.) 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when gr; 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thr; 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at KMCT Me i 
College, Manassery, Mukkam, Kozhikode, Kerala on or 
7-12-2009.) 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when grki 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrj; 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at MES M- 
College , Perinthalmanna, Malappuram, Kerala on or 
7-12-2009.) 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when gr 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thri 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Karuna Men 
College, Palakkad, Chittor, Kerala on or after 7-12- 2009 
M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when grknted 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thr ssur, 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Amla Institute 
of Medical Sciences, Thrissur, Kerala on or after 7-12- 2p09.) 


granted 
ssur, 
agiri 
09.) 

inted 
ssur, 
ejdical 


anted 

ssur, 

[dical 

after 


inted 

ssur, 

e|dical 

after 


anted 

'ssur, 

dical 

) 
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“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery” 


“Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery ” 


M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when granted 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrissur, 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Govt. Medical 
College, Thrissur, Kerala on or after 7-12- 2009.) 

M.B.B.S, 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when granted 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrissur, 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Jubilee Mission 
Medical College & Research Institute Thrissur, Kerala on or 
after 7-12- 2009.) 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when granted 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrissur, 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Tirumala 
Devasom Medical College, Alappuzha, Kerala on or after 
7-12-2009.) 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when granted 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrissur, 
Kerala in respect of students being trained an SMCS1 
Medical College , Karakonam, Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala 
on or after 7-12-2009.) 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when granted 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrissur, 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Malabar 
Medical College, Kozhikode, Kerala on or after 7-12- 2009.) 
M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when granted 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrissur, 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Sree Gokulam 
Medical College & Research , Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala 
onorafter 7-12-2009.) 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when granted 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrissur, 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at SUT Academy 
of Medical Sciences, Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala on or after 
7-12-2009.) 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when granted 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrissur, 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Azeezia Institute 
of Medical Sciences & Research, Meeyannoor, Kollam, Kerala 
onorafter 7-12- 2009.) 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when granted 
by Kerala University of Health & Allied Sciences, Thrissur, 
Kerala in respect of students being trained at Travancore 
Medical College, Kollam, Kerala on or after 7-12- 2009.) 


4330 GI/2011—2 
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2 

Bachelor of Medicine and 

Bachelor of Surgery 

M.B.B.S. 

(This shall be a recognized medical qualification when granted 
by Kerala University in respect of students being trained at 
Sree Uthardom Thirunal Academy of Medical Sciences, 
Thiruvananthapuram, Kerala on or after August, 2011). 


[ No. U-12012/116/2002-ME (P-II)] 
ANITATRIPATHI, Under Secy. 


M ft?#, 14 2011 

W.3TT. 3509— W f^^TFT # WIT -12012/2/2010-T37T#- (^-11) ^sHS-III ft#*' 25-5-2010 # sF9 3 

#7#?! ^Kohk, *lRcfN nP^^STfaPl^H, 1956 ( 1956 ^>T 102) # ^ITU 11 # 'T'T-UTCI (2) 5TU y<^n ##PTt ^ y<)Vl 

^7# 1^, ^TT## TO1?f # ^K, 3TMTTR # 3TJ^# PHHPdRsM #7 

«ti<dl ’iiHti:- 


3FJ*J#^ - 

“3Utt«TH fa^Pcra i d^ /TUffgtH 7317*3 ft^H P^fcia i d9 , 33^"# 7m, # f#?, TffN# (##3 3), 

#ffcr # #pfa ^ # (7J¥T #3 ft5TR) 3*#cn T& HWdlUI'd PdP+oHI 3^T ## 3F 3 ^ 35 I^PhcHI ^iP^ldq, 
3F#T 3 3ftlf#T1#r ^1 7# f^JlP«M # 3 TF5TW1H f#!#c|aid3/7R7*IR 7313*3 fa^R PwP3iyid3, ^*rj7 IR1 1993 # 

3*IT3 1987 3 3T 733# ^ W # ^ Fll 


[7T. \- 12012 / 2 / 2010 -^T^-(^fl-II>'?3^-IlI] 
3#HT f##, 3WU?fe 


New Delhi, the 14th November, 2011 

CORRIGENDUM 

S.O. 3509—In continuation to this Department’s Notification No.U-12012/2/2010-ME (P.II)Vol. Ill dated 
25-5-2010, and exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of Section 11 of the Indian Medical Council 
Act, 1956 (102 of 1956), the Central Government, after consulting the Medical Council of India, hereby makes the 
following further amendments in the First Schedule to the said Act, namely :— 

In the said Schedule:— 

“against “Rajasthan University/Rajasthan University of Health Sciences, Jaipur”, under the heading 1 Abbreviation 
for Registration’ (column 3), the MD (Microbiology) qualification shall be a recognised medical qualification when granted 
by Rajasthan University/Rajasthan University of Health Sciences, Jaipur in respect of students being trained at J.L.N. 
Medical College, Ajmer on or after 1987 instead of 1993”. 

[No. U-12012/2/2010-ME (P.II) Vol. Ill] 

_ ANITA TRIPATHI, Under Secy. 


Tf f^rfp 21 2011 

w.3tt. 3510 ,—iiw, TT^Mrsn (fr^ vim*lq yqfcnf it tptFh) fwr, 1976 ^fwr to ^^rfrrq 
( 4 ) ^ 3FJHT*T 3 T 5 ! US^lRdl ^ TO! ^ ^ 3TcFfa 

fdHfdfecl ^vPlfaRTf ^1 80% <*>4qi0 4 fF^t ^TH W ^7 %Tt 1?, f 

1. 3F3fa TTT^TT W: 132-R, afo # "^1^-42500! 

Z ^ TTRl^RT, M&Z, R-78, TTeT 3TWTcft-444605 

3 . %Hd ohKMl^H T^- 8 / 2 , ni^iiq Tfe, r^^ld^rRT, Silvilql^-431210 

4 . qiKnl^id Icifnis, Tc?TFl ^dtql fq<di ”^3TRT, cTTTfe^n i j k, ^^1^11-444001 

5. ^ ch i qld^l , TT^Tl ^Kql^H PdPH^ , TTfecJ 1WR, ^ ^ it#, 3T^TWTT-414001 
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6. 'tanci (rifais, 295-^, qftdS ^ y«i{-37FT7T 7te, ’tifa <*>-422001 

7. RRRfdR, %Rd 77^577 +K9l^H PdPnis, 7>*R *TrT, 3T*RTT?7 TO, R7 TITT^, Rg, 

dPFJ7-440018 

8. ,3J?iN 4>IRldR, ^ddd 7ft^7T <+KMUdH fdfats, TOFT faPdSR, PHefl -734401, fadl qrsrffdd, 

qfdqq wi 

9. 98^ RRRfdR, -Td-ld Tfr^TT fdfats, TOFTiq 3R1^ ^ 7^, 3T7*fcTTd 7fe, f^TcT^T-788005 

10. UsN RRRldR, ^THd 7fr?T? +KMftdH PrlPH^, RdR d. 5 416,771 ?T7nte TR, ^ -fel ^ W, ^FRT 

d. 10I3,TM^re-360001 

11. «*>i*itdR, %Tdd «I^h <*>KrHtN ’1 (did is, <*>*d«, t^d, «l J idU -560024 

12. 3T$d 4>IRfdR, idHd Tff^R RjKmR^H PdPHis, TJ. TJ.TTTT. R^dTT, ih^d, SPTdfc -560024 

13. 3l8fc 4>IRfdR, %dd TR'fftVH fdfafe, 732-^, 3<rdl(l- dFTdk 7k, 3<rdlll -583102 

14. dSTd 4>IRfdR, %dd 7Tk? 4>K4l^H PdPdis, djfadd 7FTR faPckR, c£.T777.3TI7.iUft. dd 7^5 sfr 7RFf, dkft. 
Tte, ^RRM-577022 

15. 3I?k RVFlfdR, i*Hd 7T^7T RJKmUsjH PdPH<k, 108/10, •R4l'+>-i<dl PrPc^I, Tff^rft 7k, R7R5 -580001 

16. 3T«k 4>IRidR, %FTd 7ft^7T 4>KHl^H PdPnk, 'Ste'milOHIgrdl, <*kd) k7d, ¥T7R -573217 

17. 7J8k <*>id[<n<H, -IsfiKn <*>kh)^h Pdfdk, 7JPT ^ dte-iqleW, si4<1 -581110 

18. Tl^k <HRidq, ^ddd 7ft^7T 4 >Km 1^IH fdfafe, 159,77 - TidFF, TJ%7R7f[ qrFT^RT, #ICT, ^7J7- 570025 

19. dak chlRidR, %dd 77^77 <*KRtt¥H PdPH^, TO 7k, 7FT7J7 -584102 

20. 3T8k ohi^iidR, i*id<n 7fr^7? '*>h.hR*ii fdPnis, 32/1068, *RIH TT7, TfTO dfk>, 71^^7-492006 ( wonWis) 

21. 3T8k RilRidR, kdd Tlk? <*K4ttdH PdPH^, dlfTT ^TO, '■5'<i4;i‘k-643001 

22. 7I8k RiiqidR, '^Hd Tlt^TT shRMiku PdPdk, -3TT^. A 37lf. ^at#, Rildl+k Mpf-RH C5TTOT7), 4d4a>"5-678623 

(=£7d) 

23. 3Jsk RilRfdd, dddd 7ft^7T 4>H4p3)H fdfR^S, 21/75, TOR# PqPr^'l, P4>crll4dH Tfe.aiTTO, Pd6e|H'd!i74-695002 

24. a^a 4>IRidR 77^ T 1 frR>| yitVmidl, %7RF1 7ft^7T 4>l74l^H fdft^,l7-11, ^TTW ^tTT FTFTTJ5T, 
P0+'<UWK -500017 

25. a^a a>F?fda, ^nd Tft^TI 4>Ksl<7i'i PdPH^S, si°h<M<, aRTJtTR, H u ^<- 522001 

26. a^a RiTRtdR, ^Hd 7lt^7T 4iK4l^H PdP*l^, 3 ^ 4, ^P^Rd aT^Z, 4><-Jd -518003 

27. a^a anafcra, tii^H a>i7aft?H fcifH^s, aitad^adT Tte, , arond -518503, P^uni - 

28. a^a 4>rqtda, ^and 7ft^7T +km1^h PdPn^, 2-11, Hi^l+TRi, 8 hh<*1u^i -RSd, arid -506142 

[7T. 3- 3/2011 -%.dt.] 
aai akd, 7Taan 7Tfaa 


MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE 
(Department of Agriculture and Cooperation) 

New Delhi, the 21st November, 2011 

S.O. 3510. — In pursuance ofSub Rule (4) of the Rule 10 of the Official Language (Use for Official Purposes of 
the Union) Rules, 1976 the Central Government hereby notifies the following offices which are under the administrative 
control Of the National Seeds Corporation Ltd., an undertaking of the Department of the Agriculture & Cooperation, 
Ministry of Agriculture, whereof 80% staff have acquired the working knowledge of Hindi — 

1 . Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., Plot No. 132-A, Industrial Area, Jalgaon - 425001. 

2. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., A-78, MIDC Area, Near Hanuman Dal Mill, Amravati- 
444605. 
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3. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., F-8/2, MIDC Area, Naregaon Road Chikalthana, 
Aurangabad-431210. 

4. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., Ulhas Sadari, Near 3rd Birla Gate, Tapadia Nagar, 
Akola-444001. 

5. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., Kardile Niwas behind Market Yard, Ahmednagar-414001. 

6. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 295-E, Cold Storage, New Mumbai - Agra Road, Nasik-422001. 

7. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 1st Floor, Adhyapak Bhawan, Opp. SiT.Stand, Ganesh Peth, 
Nagpur-440018. 

8. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., Pradhan Building, Hakimpara, Siliguri-734401, Dist. Darjeeling 
, West Bengal. 

9. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., In front of Jagannath Apartment, Hospital Road, 
Silcher-788005. 

10. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., Plot No. 5&6, Ruda Transport Nagar, Near Berger Paints, Post 
Box No. 1013, Rajkot-360001. 

11. Regional Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., UAS Campus, Hebbal, Bangalore-560024. 

12. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., UAS Campus, Hebbal, Bangalore -560024. 

13. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., No.732-A, Guggarahatti, Bellary-Bangalore Road, Bellary- 
583102. 

14. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd, Krishika Samaja Building, Opp. KSRTC Bus Stand, PB Road, 
Davanagere-577022. 

15. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 108/10, Nadakatti Buildings, Soundathi Road, Dharwar- 
580001. 

16. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., Doddamandiganahilli, Kandali Post, Hassan - 573217. 

17. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., Village & Post-Devihouser, Haveri-581110. 

18. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 159, A-Block, APMC Complex, Bandipalya, Mysore - 570025. 

19. Area Office, National Seeds Coiporation Ltd., Ganj Road, Raichur-5841 02. 

20. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 32/1 068, Shyam Nagar, Indira Chowk, Raipur-492006 , 
Chhattisgarh. 

21. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., Chairing Cross, Ootacamund-643001. 

22. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., Behind ITI Kanjicode West (P.O.) Palakkad-678623, Kerala. 

23. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 21/75, Jayasree Buildings Killipalam Road, Karamana, 
Thiruvananthapuram, 695002. 

24. Regional Office & Quality Control Laboratory, National Seeds Corporation Ltd. ,17-11, Tukaram Gate, North 
Lalaguda, Secunderabad - 500017. 

25. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd.. Autonagar Post, Guntur-522001. 

26. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 3&4, Industrial Estate, Kumool-518003. 

27. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., Koilkuntala Road, Noonepally, Nandyal-518503, Distt. Kumool. 

28. Area Office, National Seeds Corporation Ltd., 2-11, Modikonda, Hanamkonda Mandal, Warangal-506142. 

[No. 3-3/2011 -Hindi Neeti] 
UMAGOEL, Jt. Secy. 
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T99Ndi 9199 I, 3ftr '■Hief^Pi* Rm<ui ieuhw 

( TmTl<Wl -f^TR ) 

9^f97rft, 18 ST^T, 2011 


[Part II— Sec 


3(ii)] 


^H.39. 3511.—th+K 9H, fqfsa 9lf9997tiJ17l'37? RhI^ 97 14^17 917'?^ w*9i^9?'7T9T9r : nrl991 1? f91 
999 ftq^4^#ra "qfscT C=ft^^ ^ 9iz afrr 9T9 91991 srfyfrw, 1976 ( 1 976 99 60) 991 9ts sfk 919 91991 

( hT-sciT 99 ) 1999, 1987 9> '3999? 9? 3hj<?>h t 3ft7 1*9 919 9>t 7791991 I 5 1% ci'iidk 99W 9>? 3T9f9 ff 9t 399 |hTs?i 

99Iifcn 9919 Hsl'li 3^7 f9f9^9 9f7f7*7f99? f? <4 h«jcM ^91 9919 97791 7^91; 

379:, 379, 7779117, <jdd 3lf9f999 9f? 9171 36 9i? 39-9171 (7) 3 tIt 39-9171 (8) &ki 99 y4l<i 917? ^ 

^777? m£9 f99477 39*J94377 ^ yfeffaol 91. fa., ' t 7113 9. 92, f7?37lf9?, 9?9-1 $UHM7], 9^?, fSHM<9 9^91 5171 f9fHfZ|9 9«99 
991*fdl (9*71*f91 94-111). 9fa 379191 7J99 Tlffa 37799lfa9 9fa9 39977 1 9 °9f99 cftcTT R^fN) ^ ^fell 99, 


Rdk^l sfacTf 991 9TI5 99 9F7 “7?9779 9fa Hs91^*1 ” t (fa3 S7l4 9T9T^399 9T571 91S7 9911) sfft fro 3^Hl<H 
faf 371? 99 3?/09/10/75 OH^Rid ?919! 99T 7?, SijhKi U9i«i-99 917? 9179? $ I 


399 9T39I 99? fepT 99 9997 99 917 399lfcl 30^Nlfad 9F99 999991 (^9#T97 ^9f99 9?cR 991?9) t I 
srfWflH 9991 150 fa.91. ^ 37?7 ^999 9991 2 f97.91. ^ I 7797199 919919 37917191 (f) 100 91. 1? I ?7 t 4 991 39^9fjd9 
i? f9999 919 9f9919 «7q=t> chichi 9lf79 37 i4h<joiH 9919 i? I 979 '7ft "3? 9T?f dloi-i hR u iih dH^Rid 91791 I? I 399l7 n I 230 
■37?7 50 Si4 979199? 9171 Rl%d 9919 97 9>l4 91791 ^ I 


3779?? 

^f99 

9?c3 


39^f9-l 



i 

! 

| 


i 



11 ai) rr a 1 '-■>*■ ai inc. wo.f 

▼ 


: i' «• IU9 ‘On - 
r'. All 


i 


3TT^-2“^RfecT ^ ^ &\mH I 

^ am ark crtw ^ ^rt Tftn f i ^1)1 ^ 




Wlrl ^TFf ^ ^ tl nTsfn opt ^ ~ 5 7 T$y ^Tf 3^ft zmum f^TT ^FTT 

afrx ^?fN ^k«t>k cj=ki mn 36 ^T-mrr (12) ski y^Ti TrfeRff Wfi ^ ^ u) ^ ,j n 

1% a^Kl ^ aryft^T y^|[U|-‘qp^ ^ ^fOTcf fqpinlai &\<\ fxT^TRT, fe^TT^T ^ 3TJRTT 3TlT TfTOft ^ 
a°Ri a? jniRa fqpiHfwi Pt>qi *\m fqpiftd ^ ^ arh '^n 7 f T TTrR ^ cfleR Fffl ^rf 

5 m ^tt arfarer ^ ^^^500^ 10,000 xrf ^t ^ fi^um hihhh armr^r (^r) xxfer 150 

cT^r^ arT^T^Km t ixio^, 2xio* ^ 5xio^, ^ #, ^HicHc6 ^tiich°k 7n ^ 

t 1 


[^. U^^T^-21(73)/201 
^t. XT^T. rn^!4) , -qr^ t^XH 


%xr 


ffRRt 


4l 


0 ] 
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MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS, FOOD AND PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION 
(Department of Consumer Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 18th April, 2011 

S.O. 3511. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Electronic Person Weighing Machine) with digital indication of medium Accuracy (Accuracy Class-III) of 
Series and brand name “SAMSON Weighing Devices ” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), maunfactured by 
M/s. Modem Business Equipments & Services Pvt. Ltd., Plot No. 92, EPIP, Phase-1, Jharmajri, Baddi HP and which is 
assigned the approval mark IND/09/10/75; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Electronic Person 
Weighing Machine) with a maximum capacity of 150 kg. and minimum capacity of 2 kg. The verification scale interval (e) 
is lOOg. It has a tare device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The LCD display indicates the weighing 
result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-1 



l -£AC CEAL 9 SEALING WIRE 



V " ) 


Cir VHL 3GAi.fr 

Figure-2—Sealing provision of the indicator of model. 

The scale is being sealed by the sealing wire and stud from the upper and lower mounting comer. Sealing shall be 
done to prevent opening of the weighing machine for fraudulent practice. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision 
of the model is given above. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments of 
similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 150 kg. with verification scale interval 
(n) in the range of 500to 10,000 for ‘e* valueof 5g. ormore andwith ‘e’ valueof Ixl0 k ,2xl0 k or 5xl0 k , wherekisa positive 
or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[F. No.WM-21 (73)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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pf Rcrfi, 5 ftft 2011 

■35T.31T. 3512.—■Hi'+K TO, fftf# PTfftpTRt SRI pft PPJP ft# PT fftpR PTTP ft PTPTftPF tTPTPTP TO w t 
fftTOffifp#ftpf%ftl# (ptftftpf maftTPTP P# 3TfafftTP, 1976 (1976PTT60) PPT PR aftt ftp PlPPT 

(Pl#i'TO p-jfttpP) tPPP, 1987 ft PPpft ft ft 3#^ m ftt PPm ft % TIP# ft# ftt P# ft ftt PPftftfi# 
PPT#T PPTft TPtPT 3# fftfftp ftfTfwfpftt ft PftgTO ftftT ftftlp PIPIT ftftT; 

PP:, PP ft-si 4 PTPTTT, PPP PfftfpPR ftt PIP 36 PitPR-ftTTT (7) 3# Pft-PTTT (8) PITT ^ifftlplfTOftfttftPT#fp 
ftpft ft#-#TO fafaU P. 377/22,TJ3T ftfft, fftpPP PI#, ftft?JT-560027 Ipfpffira PIPITS PPlftpT (ft## ftif-IIll) ft# 
‘‘#p- 250 Mf j^^ #pr^pftppmTftrp p#p tope# (Mp#p tp#) ftpfeHTO, #pft P i# TO i ftIft ,, ft# , ’ 
f ( #ft ?pft TOPft PTOl^TOTO ftfe^T PiTO ftftT ft) 3# fftft aigftl^T fftf 3# Tift ftt/09/10/497 TtHjfflV l d #ftr Wt, 3## 
PRFT-Pft ft# ftp# ft I 

TOTO TO TTftT fftfp #T W TO PR ftp PTPTfpl 3pftftl#ft PtftP TOfftTP (ftftt ft#P T#T) ft I ^ftftt 

pfarorp Bjppi 20 fft.pr. ftk -ajppp w 200 m, ft1 pcpipp piprip spurra (f) 20 m i ^pft pro 3 T#ftgftft-gftjpft IftRTO 
to pftro mroim tpfpr 3pftpgro ppip ft i mm top# to# (pip ft -ftt) to# r#p Rftftro to*^ ftrjtrft1 
WiPl 230 fttTO # 50 Ppjft PTO# PIP fqsjd RftTft PT TOft RTTPTft I 


/ 





1 i ' V? %35 


V.^ 



Ti W I < M '•' .At-hl 1 * V 


BS-250 Baby WtH' jb'i Wj M u. bint 4 


f 

"A" 




ftp 


3TT^>fp-2—ftfTOP pit fttfftft pi/'t TO ft#PTR5 SI^'JIH I 

ftp# pit pftt ft ft fttftPT ftift7 ftPiiciPR pt#ft pit ft# ft i ft# pi pip pjft ^ ftp# fti ftp aftcftft 
ft pft ft ftft ft ft ftt#P ftTRT IftTOTmT ft# ft ftt$T PP1 ft t RTTO’T pit ft#PP P# ft TOTRR TO ppT TO#) fttftPTTO* PljroiP 

TOiftro Iftn ppt ft i 

totpto ft mft ftfftftm m pftp pit pfppr ft i mft ftfftftro ppt Pfp pit ftprft ft f#i p/ftt prft/pprfttft 

ftftft ftt fftftT ftftT ft I 

3t)t ftftp PTPTFT "3PP 3lfftfpPP pit PIP 36 ftt PP-PTP ( 12 ) ?JTP PPP Tlfpppf TO PPtP PTlft ^ PFPtPftf : fTpft 

ft fft ppp ftfspr ft TOjfttro ft wn-PP ft ftp# pftt Ipfpp# sip pftt r^w, feftifp ft si^PR 3# ppt pipift ft rapft 
pro sigftifftr ftfeci fftfpp# fftpi ppt ft, 1ft¥ftp pftt ft ftft ftt ftpr, ppt# ftftpTrftpnroft ftTOTOiftpir fttfttftftt 

5 PI. PT ppft STfppr ft “ft” PTP ft #P 100 ft 1,000 PPT ftt # ft PrTOH PTPPFT ftTORT (ftp)pf# 50 fftPT. PPf ftt 
PfPPTPP ^IPPT P# ft ftft “f ” PTP 1x10*, 2x10* PT 5x10*, ft ft, ftt PPTrPPT PT #ltmAj^ ^ ft PP?(?P ft 


[PP. U Pft^Pft-21(289)/2C 10] 
ftt. ftp. fttfm, fpftftft, ffttftft pip fpftw 
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New Delhi, the 5th May, 2011 

S.O. 3512. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by prescribed authority, 
is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the provisions of 
the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Baby Weighing Scale) with digital indication of Ordinary Accuracy (Accuracy Class-IIIl) of Series “BS-250" 
and with brand name “ ESS AE” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), maunfactured by M/s. Essae-Teraoka Limited, 
No. 377/22,6th Cross, Wilson Garden, Bangalore-560 027and which is assigned the approval mark IND/Q9/10/497 ; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Baby Weighing Scale) 
witha maximum capacity of20 kg. and minimum capacity of200g. The verification scale interval(e) is 20g. It has atare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) Display indicates the weighing 
result. The instrument operates on 230 Volts and 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-1 



BS-250 


Figure-2—Schematic Diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done on the display by passing sealing wire from the body of the display . The seal is connected by 
whole in base plate &top cover of display, then seal wire is passed through these two holes attached with seal. A typical 
schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A/D card/mother board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments of 
similarmake, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. with verification scale interval 
(n) in the range of 100 to 1,000 for ‘e’ value of 5g. more and with ‘e’ value lxl0 k , 2xlO li or 5xl0 k , wherekisa positiveor 
negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model has been manufactured. 

[ F. No.WM-21 (289)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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TO.3TT. 3513.—TRTOT TO, fRfTO RlfRRTRp TJRT TTp RRJTT flRp£ IT pRRR RR^ ^ ^RIctRF RRTRFT TO11% 
d=w R'iU qf^ld HTsci (i14 RP R^ 3 R^tRt ^73p) RR 3TpT hih hii«*i RfRptqH, 1976 (1976 TO 60) RRT RR 3ppT RTR HlH'ti 
(RTTOTt TO 3RJR1TO) fTOR, 1987 ^ TORRf ^ 3FJTOTt RpT FT RTR R?P RRTRTT t % tfRIRU TOR RTp 3TRpR 3 Rp ITOR RpSRI 
RRTsfclT RRTR TRpRT 3?ft faf*FT RftfTRfRRf Tp TR^TO ^RT TOT TORT 7#RT; 

3RT:, 3TR, ^RtR R<TOI, TOT 3lfRfRRR RTp TOT 36 RTp TO-TOT (7)3^ TO-TOT (8 ) SIR VIRmr)' TO RRpR RTTR fR 
^R*P RMsTR ^ZTSfl'H, f-120, #R?PfRRr RpR, ^TTT 26, RT#TO, ppTRR RTOR RRT*pRT (RTOpRT R^-III) RTRT 

‘‘^^TT^’ , s^^^31^TjTRTlfFT31^#Rr RpRTR -4M4TO (^>4>Rf ^I?R) c£ RTTOT TO, fRRi#RTR? TO RTR "‘#'13'’ 


(f43 FT3F RVRl^RRR RferT R^T TO t) afk Prop SppTpTO pR? RTf TO ^P/09/l1/15 
TOR-RR TOP RTTRp t I 


' f^TT T RTT %, ^hIvi 


TOT rTTOI TO rfa TOR TO RR T^T TORlfRT 3RRRlf<rRl Rp?R TORTO (^HWf dTfR) t I ?TOP 

3TfRTOTR TOTT 500 fa.UT. 3#R ^JT?IR «TRRT 2 % UT. I I TORTTO RITOH 3TRR1RT (i) 100 m f I TO 3TT^T|?B ^fRR 
t f^TOIR TO RfdW TOTOTOTcTO Rlfa TOtpR^ RRTR t I TOm RRrfar TRTP? (TO 11 \) RR*f RpRTR RfTTO RTO(%R 
TORT T? I 3W1 230 41 ri -3^71 50 5^4 3fcRi=w7 RRT Iq^d TOTR TO TO<P TORT ^ I 

3ii'J)ffl-1 



3TTfifT-2'-RTScT Rip TfPfTO TOR TO RpTOTTOI TORTJTR I 

pTORcP RTp RT?P R' ^ RppRFT TOR PH+M TO PFR^ TO RpfWT RTp TITcfl t I Tto ^ RTR Rjt fSTRc^ ^ 3fk 

TO TiRT t Rl 3 ^ Tftfro TOR fTOTO TO TTfa ^ 4PST TOT t I RT5H TTp 4ld4< TO=t # TTOR TO TORt RtTOTO^ 
TOTTOT TTOfTO tTOT TOT t I 

TOTORT 4 TOR) =^f?T^TO TOT Ti) Tjfa*f! t' I sdePI qiRrt^ii TOT RfPT TTt TTTOt ^ iTOJ TO^/TOT ^ iTO 
fRTOT *f) fro TO T? I 

3ph: TRTOTTOtT STfafTOR TTt tot 36 Tft TO-TOT (12) ?RT TOrl RlfTTO TO TORT TOH ^ TO RlTRT TOcft 

fTT qqtl hT-ScI cf) 31 ^r)tT ^ RRTT-RT 4) 3in j [q TR) [qPlHfdl ^RT TRt fR^TTT, Is'fllS'l ^ 3T^RR RpT TRt RTRT^ ^ Pqqt) 
aTO R^RffTO nTsci Pqp(Hl u i tTOTT TOT Pqp)f2|d TRp ^TT T> ^R ?P '^TT, RRI*PdT 3ffc TOFpRTcRT ^ dPcFT TOTOTT Rp 4t 
5131 TRR RfTOT ^ “f" RFT ^ PTOJ 500 ^ 10,000 TOT TTp )TT RcTOR RIRRR RRTOT (TO) TTfTO 50 fe. ITT.' 
R 5000 feTO. TOTTTp 3 tTtoTTO 8JTOTO^t3TpT‘‘4"RR 1x10^,2x10^ RT 5x10^, 3F f, TO TORTO RT TOTOTOT RT 
i 7 rr^to 11 


TO RRcPP 
■^Ptot^ 
(pFfPt^t 


[ TO. R. T^TO-21 (340 )/2010 ] 
Rp. TO- RtfTO, PR^TRT, P^RRT fTR PRTOT 
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New Delhi, the 5th May, 2011 

S.O. 3513.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over period's of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy Class-Ill) of Series k 'WVM” and with 
brand name “PROMPT" (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Orbitron Enterprise, E-120, 
Electronic Zone, Sector 26, Gandhinagar, Gujurat and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/11/15; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) with 
a maximum capacity of 500 kg. and minimum capacity of 2 kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 1 OOg. It has a tare device 
with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-1 



Figure-2—Schematic Diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done on the display by passing sealing wire from the body of the display. The seal is connected bv 
whole in base plate and top cover of display, then seal wire is passed through these two holes attached with seal. A typical 
schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A I) card mother board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 ol the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said model shall also cover the weighing instruments of 
similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and up to 5000 kg with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’valueof 5g. or more and with V value lxl0\ 2x10* or 
5x10 k , where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer m 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved model lias been 
manufactured. 

[ F. No.WM-21 (340) 2010] 
BN. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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Rcti), 5 fa, 2011 

7RT.3IT. 3514.—'fafaTTTTOTTOT,fafecTTJlffafasrcTWIRtf fartfa 
^ ^JlW (fa* fa fa OTfftlfaO TC fa TOT THW arffcrfaPT, 1976(1976 OT 60) <WT TO fa fa mro 

(fa#' ot 3T5*rtOT) ftfa 1987 # SOT# # WpR1 4* *7? TO fa WOTT $ fa RTOR fan gff a^fa t* %ff aw -qfs^r 
TWI*fa TO* TGfa fa Wh faffafa 3 OT^RT fa TT^PT TOUT far; 

TO: TO fafan ■RPFR, 3<Ri fafafaR fa TOT 36 fa OT-TOT (7) fat OT-TOT (8) SKI OTtT Tlfafa OT TTfa nfa 

IR fa# fafa fata TOff, ffawy: fa # to? (t^tot inffo), fa, tom (fwR) sm Wiffar a^i Infam 

(Wfa T5prf-II) "H«|<£|«H " faW # TOR? 7j*H fan 3 T ?arfaTO far? TWl (fa? fa SOT) #faRTO ffa# 


fas to to? ‘‘Tj/ET^r-'^Fr'* $, (ffa ^faf ?fa n?ro, nro fasci tot ott $) fa? fro? ^hIvi ffa fa to fafa/i 1/19 
tfrfaffa farm tot t, argfan wots faf to# t i 

3"4ct 4f«d 7(5i fafR fa nTO? TO TO far 3TT*TTf?n 3?7^TOffa aldi 4Hen<ui (farf fa ZTOT) $ I ffat 
fafaTOR «rT=mT 30 fa.TJT. fa? ^TO H ^RcTT 100 TIT. ^ I ?TrTOR HI4MH 31-cUld (^) 2 TfT. ^ I Sfa TO 

faTO|<?R faro t ffaro to fa?m *nf?n 3 tt^rr tjtot t i toott TOrfa fate (to i fa) ifa fffapr 

faTTO? OTfafa ^PTofr t I TORTO 230 fas fa? 50 TOTOiff TOT ffan TOR n7 TO*f TORT f I 

3Tlfacf-l 



TOfaf -2-fafa fa 77fan TOt TO '<l! HW 'SITOR I 


llTR^ 4 4 4)firPl ^FTT f*i<=hi<H feRrf ^ 4t4rFI ^4 W$\ ^ I ^ ^ f^TH ^ 3^T 

Hfq ofjTST^ if ^ if ^ ^fffHO pRild ^7 Tffa ^ Rfel OTT t I t#^ Til-HOT =F"R ^ OT4*J OT OT7 IROTf ' 

"STOTTR OTTfal fall OTT t I 

TfaOT 3 ^#TR (Ri ^rt t I ^T?7t =£frftl¥H OT7 f|cfr^ ^ faij; ^/it OT^/OT7 : 

fOTf^i iff fan tot 11 


4MHN4 




3^ fa?fa 7POT7'3^7 3TfaWT ^ff %TRT 36 OT-«OT (12) ' 5 RI OTrf ?lfafa OT OTW ^ OT farm ^TTcff 
t fa 'OTtT Tffsm SPjfaR WTO ^ 3fafa fafarfm SRT '3Tft ffafa, fampT ^ 3TJTTK fa ^Tlt TOTlff ^ 

sfaffar Tfem ot fafafm fam ott i, ffarffa aa\ sjurt ^ fa # fa, wfar fa <fi49hh ^ fan ot^ot *t faf 
m i fam. ^ 50 fam. “^’’TOT^ffa 100 ^ 100,000 ott fa tm 4' Tiriiim hiimih sfaim (ot) fa 100 fa.xn. m 

Tsfa “$” TOT ^ffa 5000 ^ 100,000 OT? fa fa ^ Wdim-l TTPT0H 3TcTOm (OT) ^rffa 50 fa.UT. OTT fa SlffaTOT 

*OTmfat t' fa ,, ^"TOT 1x10^, 2x10* fa 5xl0*falfa «RlrOTT R ^ ^f I 

[TRT. 7T. ^Sr^T^Tf-21 ( 372 )I2\) 
fa OT- ffafaF OTt 


10 ] 


feOT 
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New Delhi, the 5th May, 2011 

S.O. 3514. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise! of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of High Accuracy (Accuracy class -II) of Series “HTT 1 and with brand 
name “HT-TECH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Hi-Tech Scale Works, Near Bigrahpur 
Road (Raghunath Market), New Bus Stand, Patna-1 (Bihar) and which is assigned the approval mark 
lND/09/11/19; 

The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) with 
a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 2g. It has a tare device 
with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-1 



Figure-2—Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done on the display by passing sealing wire from the body of the display. The seal is connected by hole 
in base pi ate and top cover of display, then seal wire is passed through these two holes attached with seal. A typical 
schematic diagram of sealing provision of the Model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A/D card/motherboard 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. with verification scale interval 
(n) in the range of 100 to 100,000 for ‘e’ value of 1 mg. to 50mg and with verification scale interval (n) in the range of5000 
to 100,000 for *e’ value of lOOmgor more and with ‘e’ valueof lxl0 k , 2xlO k or 5xl0 k , wherek isa positive or negative 
whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and 
with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[ F. No,WM-21(372)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^>7.377. 3515.—7H+K ^T, tkf?77 TnftRTlk ?J7t Tk 3777JcT fkte *77 fk^77 i*77k ^ q^dl^^TF 77*77*77=7 k) *7*711 % 
33771737(2 k ^f&lct kfed (kNt kt *7^ 3TF^>f?T kklf) W sftr *77*7 *77=737 37p*lf=7*7*7, I976( 1976 377 60) cT«n 37Z 3fk *77*7 *7337 
(■Rfecff 377 ^hkh) f=T3*r, 1987 ^ 3*7kkf =k 3i^r | slk ^77 373 3ff k*n33i i tap h*mr 373 k 37t 3i3f3 k ^ -jt^ 
3*77*1777 3373 T7*l37 klk fkP3*3 *7ftfc*7f33li k 'cjqycW k3T 3373 37T777 T^TT; 

3777: 373 ch-;"|q 776*17, 3377 37f*7f33*7 371 3777 36 37t 3*7-373 (7) 3fk 3*7-373 (8) £73 373*7 7lPwk 377 3373 <F^ 
f3 *kik 3kd 33 k, ftwy k? ^ *773 C3j9i*7 Rife), ^33 kfe, *r?=n-i (kr^TT) £t3 fkkfieri 3 * 3*7 3 * 71 * 1*77 

(3*77*1777 3*f-III) 37k “7(3 *ft 3*3 ” *fldl *k 373737 7J33 Ttf^cT 377337fd75 77td3 3*7373*7 (*3R97T*7 Z7?*7) k 3lkd 377, 
fk3^ 3T*5 377 373 “7^-^”t,(1kk|3k?3k *73377(3377 37537 37£7 3371) 3717fart 3^qi<H f3£3TTi03"k/09/11/20 
I 3737 337 t, 3733 I 33 39i**i-33 wTt 11 

■iOfl kfsoi q.'ti Pd<t>d *kf 377 377 3d 3773lP<.d 3T7337fd77 dim 3>n=ti< u i ( L e)i4n4 37?*7) ^ I ^Tqk 

3tP*73T773 33711 500 fkr.m kk 7 ^ 371*7 81*7777 1 1%. 37 . t 1 3 dim mnhh 3737337 (2) 50 37 . t 1 13 k 337 

377*1 qfjci’i ^Rfd i? 1k33>7 Tic! yfci^ld oqq«nmicH { t) 3iP<a 37T4q<Jm 3373 i? I 7737737 Tc^ikeb ■sikl'S (T*7=T ^ ift) Hl^f 7177=73 
*7f3*773 3M<Rld TOT t I 7WI 230 3k=S 3?k 50 3^k ydl l ddT *773 f3SJ77 3313 *77 37lk TOl f 1 

3T7f7fa-1 



For Cfwcirimir. Plolft'im t‘*.,ih- (One s«lo ’.’1 tin, | .i«1k.*:! , .' t i 


37Tf7f71-2-iTfeR ^7t 7fH#T ^ =FI q}^HN5 OTM I 

feTMol ^ ^TTl ^ ^ 7)1 fd J 1 '^TTR PHd)ld ^77 *17 TtIH 1 ! Wl t I 77toT ^ 77T«7 ^ ^77 ~^Z 37k 

307 ^7 k ^ ^ k 77 tilfoi'i ^F77 Piq)ioi ^77 77toT k kfel 7 F7T k I hTsoI ^1 kloikq ^>Tk ^ 3*Rk =177 73^7 y^q| kl<dH 
<iqum 397^71 f^TT THTT t I 

3W7R k ^r?k ^Pd^H cw 9^g gk 1 1 wk 7R7 -q^r gk tM ^ lkn^ tt/^I cMj / q<7 k 

kt^nfRit 1 


37 k ^kl TTT^TR 3^71 37MkqT7^k 77171 36 ^t39-^T71 (12) 31k*T ?lPklkl ^71 W 1 W ^ wktw ^ 

% tk7 3Td hT-soi 'k 37^kkT ^ f 77 yniuiMq ^ 3770fd dkl IkPintdl ‘5177 377t Ri<sia, Ps-fli^-i ^ 3T3T7T7 3^7 TTlt TUnql k f^' 

3=w 3i^HlPqci hTsoi ^71 fqf'iHp , i Rhqi T RT k, fqPifHd 'Sift ^ooii ^ kk ^1 k^7, '9?7lkrlT 37k =m4hioi*i ^ aim 3q<+>7 u l kt 1 
kt 5 m ^71 T7lk 37pq^7 T7H ^ fdTT 500 k 10,000 7R7 ^k fst k 77rqm HiqHH 37iT7Td (7737) TTfkd 50 fk' 

k 5,000 fkr.777. 77^7 37f*T^77W 87*7771 ^lk t 3^7 “f " *7R 1x10*, 2x10* ^ 5x10 *, ^ |, kt ^HIrH4) ^ dtUllrH* Tjn^i 

?PT k TlH^od f I 


[m k. -5^77*7-21 (372)/2010] 
kt. '^37. krfkd, Pa^iqi, fkpTT^r * 7 R IkdR 
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New Delhi, the 5th May, 2011 

S.O. 3515. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of Series “HPF” and with 
brand name “HT-TECH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Hi-Tech Scale Works, Near 
Bigrahpur Road (Raghunath Market), New Bus Stand, Patna-1 (Bihar) and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/11/20; 

The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) with 
a maximum capacity of 500 kg. and minimum capacity of lkg. The verification scale interval (e) is 50g. It has a tare device 
with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing results. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-1 



Figure-2 : Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done on the display by passing sealing wire from the body of the display. The seal is connected by hole 
in base plate and top cover of display, then seal wire is passed through these two holes attached with seal, A typical 
schematic diagram of sealing provision of the Model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A/D card/mother board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. and up to 5,000kg. with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of500 to 10,000 for ‘e’valueof 5gor more and with ‘e’valueof lxl0\2xl0 k or 
5 xl0 k , where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been 
manufactured. 


[ F. No. WM-21 (372)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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^>T.3R. 3516.—RTRIR R>1, P4f?rl Rlfti=bKl SKI “34 V’Hjd Pen'll R? ftiRK R>H R> WRIT RF RRTRH 
:JRR It# 4 Rf*RT tfteH (4t4RtRf 3TTfffW^i) RTC sfaRNRHRI SlfafRRR, 1976( 1976 ■SPT 60) 7WTRR3?lT 
(Rfoaf rtt spjrIrr) fwi, 1987 ^ 3R44f ^ 3^7 f afa rr rir r4 rrtrrt $ % (Rnrarc r44t r 4 3?Rf4 -4’ 4t 
RRT4RT RRIR T#T1 3^T MfI RftftRfWRf 4' '■JR^Rd 4RT RRFT RTRT 7^R1; 

3TtT: 3TRR^RR^,^;RfafRRRRf) RTCT 36 R?T ^SR-RTR (3),TR-RRT (7) 3^T “TR-RRT (8) i> <fa4R^ 


^RRTi 
RRRI 
hTsi 


RN 




PdPHf4d 


RTF ^iRkimT RR RRfR R*4 4 r 4 RoFplf chURl^H, 200, PdPjM-41, RTRRfRT, 4 [r4rTRT, 244-8501 WRH SIR 

4r 4 Hcgrt RfeRl in. %., 404, Hdld TRITRT, T(Rr4r FT?4, pR'Hd, fR3fl4 (^2) 4®tf-400022 ■JRf 

fwftfl W«4n r 4 0.5 ^"TJRt^R^RMR-fFclfRTRR " *RI9Rn ^ RT=ft Ri 3T^TmT 3RI jjatf 4feT (TRJH f$4l4l) 

RJjRR Rfel fRRRl “RFS RR R1R “nrgR)" t, (t44 Rr 4 RRi£ RTRFp“3RR 4f5RT RT5T RRT t) ^4 “4fecr 3lk f44 

3R^ T37T “5^/09/10/608 -HH^fVId lR>RT RR11, RRTR-RR Wpfl R>TRt t I 

3RR MTSH RJ4 ^ ildldl 3RR 4fe* (R^JcT fSR^RO t “3ft MNlfclcl Fs'WHWMV RfeT Ri PR-Sl'd R7 

I I RRRTf srfRRRTR Reft 60 efts* Rfa tRRS afc *JddR R# R* 03 Rfa fw 4 1 RRR ^rR TR^ 4 4 3TR4' «FT 

3TR> 4fc r< JH ^Rl 4, 3rfRetifiH ^R ‘JJT'I ^4 fciR 6 3TRT, 4Ri4tR>Cl “4" TVlR 7 3TR> 334 R^R^lfRRT «il'iC1l5'J1< 4“ 
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New Delhi, the 9th September, 2011 

S.O. 3516. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 ((60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and Measures 
(Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of sustained use and 
to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the third proviso to sub-section (3), sub-sections(7) and 
(8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Centra! Government thereby approves, issues and publishes the certificate of 
approval of model of Measuring Systems for Liquids Other Than Water with digital indication of accuracy class 0.5 
(hereinafter referred to as said model) of series -‘SNS/Space-Fill System’ with brand name “TATSUNO”. Manufactured 
and sold by M/s. TATSUNO Corporation, 200, lijima-cho, Sakaeku, Yokohama, 244-8501, Japan and sold in India without 
any alteration before or after sale by M/s. Tatsuno India Pvt Ltd., 404, Runwal Esquare. Eastern Express Highway, Sion- 
Chunabhatti, Signal, Sion (E), Mumbai-400022 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/10/608; 

The said model is a Meter for Liquid other than Water (Fuel Dispenser) working on the principle of positive 
displacement meter. Its maximum flow rate is 60 ipm and minimum flow rale is 03 litre/minute. It has indication of maximum 
of 6 digits for amount, 6 digits for volume indication for 4 digits for unit price and mechanical totalizer up to 7 digits and 
electronic totalizer up to 10 digits. It operates on 230V, 50 Hertz single phase and 415 volts, 50 hertz 3 phase alternate 
current power supply. It is capable o dispensing multiple variety of fuel that is Gasoline, diesel oil etc; 

The minimum measured quantity is 5 Litre. 

Figure-1 Model 





Figure-2: Sealing arrangement. 

The sealing shall also be done by passing sealing wire through the nut and bolt assembly plugged by a seal. The 
calibration wheel and electronic calibration switches, if/wherever applicable, cannot be accessed without breaking the 
lead seal. The said model has mechanical totalizer/electronic totalizer, There is RS485 port available for automation 
purpose. 

[ F. No.WM-21(257)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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New Delhi, the 12th September, 2011 

S.O. 3517. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of Medium Accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of Series “BT-7” and with 
brand name “SURYA” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Bharat Sales & Services, Unit 
No. 3, Sakhala Arcade, Nashik Pune Road, Nashik-420006 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/10/268; 

The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) with 
a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of lOOg. Theverification scale interval (e) is 5g. It has a tare device 
with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing results. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-1 



i'hk 


Figure-2 Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done by passing the sealing wire from the body of the scale through holes. A typical schematic diagram 
of sealing provision of the Model is given above. 

A dip switch has also been provided in A/D card/Mother board to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. with verification scale interval 
(n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of Img. to 2g. and with verification scale interval (n) in the range of 5,000 to 
10,000 for V value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of lxl0 k , 2xlO k or 5x 10 k , where k is a positive or negative whole 
number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and with the 
same materials with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[ F. No. WM-21 (156)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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New Delhi, the 12th September, 2011 

S.O. 35I& —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of Series “BTP-7” and with 
brand name “SURYA” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), maunfactured by M/s. Bharat Sales & Services, Unit No. 
3, Sakhala Arcade, Nashik Pune Road, Nashik-420006 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/10/269; 

The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) with 
a maximum capacity of 1000 kg. and minimum capacity of 2kg. The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg. It has a tare device 
with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing results. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-1 



Figure-2 Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done by passing the sealing wire from the body of the scale through holes. A typical schematic diagram 
of sealing provision of the Model is given above. 

The instrument has external xontrol to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A/D card/mother board 
to disable access to external cablibration. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50kg and up to 5000kg with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of500 to 10,000 for ‘e’valueof 5gor more and with ‘e’valueof Ixl0\2xl0 k or 
5x10 k , where k is a positive, or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been 
manufactured. 

[ F. No. WM-21 (156)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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New Delhi, the 12th September, 2011 

S.O. 3519.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby approves and issues the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Crane Type) with digital indication of medium accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of series ‘ 4 GTCRL” and with 
brand name “GOLDTECH” (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Precision Electronic Instruments 
Co., H-45, Udyog Nagar, Peeragarhi, New Delhi-110041 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/10/102; 

The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Crane type) with a 
maximum capacity of 10,000 kg. and minimum capacity of 100kg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5kg. It has a tare 
device with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) indicates the weighing results. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 


Figure-1 Model 



Figure-2 : Sealing provision of indicator of the model. 

Sealing is done by passing the sealing wire through the two head holes in the left side. A typical schematic 
diagram of sealing provision of the Model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided m A/D card/mother board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity range from 50kg and up to 30 tonne with 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of500 to 10,000 for V value of 5gor more and with ‘e’ value of lxl0 k , 2xl0 k or 
5xl0 k , where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in 
accordance with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been 
manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21(88)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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■^ifMr TOO R M fe3l$H %3T TOT t I FOTOO 230 TM sffr 50 33^ OcOITOp TOT MpT WO "97 TO*f TOOT t I 

TO<J)R-1 



TOfifa -2 : hTsci OTp TTPfM TOO TO RT33TTO* simuih I 

W51 3>P FpPft R fTO TO clrM Op Rtfroi TOR R<+>IC1 TO tillci'i OF>P TOfP 1? I OTFTO 3iP RpcOTO TOR Op <PRp4 TO TTTO 

tM <iP'jHN4 sitoih sm<P«ki fM TOT ^ I 

RTOP «hfci^n TOT ^Tp MR T fTO TT/^P TOMATO R1M tRR *?P tTOT TOT ^ I 

sfp7 7RTO7 TTO STfPTfTOR ^>P TOT 36 RP TO- TOT (12) SKI 9<ti TtRTOT TO TOR TOR ^ TO RTOIT TOTiP 
■f Pro TOtT hT-ski R 3TJRTTO R ?7T TOTM-TO R 3RPfcT TOfP RiRnRi gRT TOfP Ph^Ici, ‘MfTfR R SI^RR 3pp7 TOlP KlHlJl R fRM 
TOTT SrjRRa *(Ts<rt TO f^fTOP 0 ! 'fTOF TOT %, RiRPha TOlP ^Tadt R ^ FT Mr, ^TRtMt 'fltr toMTkPT R TTPkR FTOTOT RfR 

RP 1 %.Tn. ^ 1000 fR.m R ^ ?PR 1 

[TO. 7T. F^TO-21(128)/3010] 

R. to IMtot, PrPtot tot ttoth 




[’TFTII-ms- 3(h)] 
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New Delhi, the 12th September, 2011 

S.O. 3520, —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, it is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the Model of Automatic Gravimetric Filling 
Instrument belonging to Accuracy Class, X( 1) of Series “MWS-2001E" and with brand name “Multi Way" (hereinafter 
referred to as the said model), maunfactured by M/s, Multi Way Automation Pvt. Ltd., C-177, and C-73, Akurli Industrial 
Estate, Akurli Road, Kandivli(E) Mumbai-400001 and which is assigned the approval mark IND/09/10/195; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based Automatic Gravimetric Filling Instrument. It has a maximum 
capacity of 100 kg. and minimum capacity of 10kg with frequency of weighing 4 fills per minute. The scale interval ‘d’ is 1 Og. 
The machine is designed for filling the free materials. The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current 
power supply. 

Figure-1: Model 



Figure-2 : Schematic diagram of the sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done by passing the sealing wire from the body through holes. A typical schematic diagram of sealing 
provision of the Model is given above. 

A dip switch has also been provided in A/D card/Mother board to disable access to external calibration, 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with capacity from 1kg to 1000kg manufactured by the same 
manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, design and materials with which the said approved Model has been 
manufactured. 

[ F. No. WM-21 (128) 2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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8930 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER 10, 2011/AGRAHAYANA 19,1933 [Part II-^Sec. 3(ii)] 

! 2 facRRT, 2011 

RR.3TT. 3521 —Rt#R ■HI'R'K RR, faftw RlfRRRTt 5RITOJR ftqte RT fRRR RiRt ^ 9!fRIRRR RRTRH liwtfe 
RRR ftqte cif&Tcf RT3RT (Rt^ Rt R^ Sfffrftl ^f) RTR ark RTR RTRR? SFfqfRRR, 1976( 1976 RR 60) RRI RI3 ath HTR RIRR7 
( nT-scnl RR ^MtRd) f^RTR, 1987 R> RRRRt ^ RFp'R t'-^lk RTR Rff RTRTRRT I? f% RTRIRR RRlR “Ft 31RfR *t RT <;RR Rferl 
RRT*fRT “diy, T<s)'Tl a|R fRf^FR RftfwfcTRf ■*¥ 3Ry«fd Roll y<H cpTcTT T^TF; 

3RI: 3TR ^gtR RT^R, RRR StfRfRRR ¥1 RTTT 36 Rft RR-RTR (7) aftr RR-RTO ( 8 ) SRT RRtT RlfRRRf RR RRtR RR^ 
^R ^TRt 3TSR M.'iffa'Jl, ?1TR R. 314, RffeR 3RTRt?, RRffRf 3n(<iln)fol=l ¥lW*H Rt RIR^, J lTs<r1 Tfe, ()pFTIR) (JK1 fqldfficl 

• 3 ^^^ (W«tcn^f-II) RTct“RR-Rt II '' s j73cTI Rt 3TR>Ri 3JRR Rl%R RTFRRlfRIR RtRTR 39 -+TUI C^ReTRTR RRR) R7 RfeRT 
RR, faRRt 9tFJ5 RR RTR "^RTIt” I, (ftrct IFPt‘ RTRTR RRR RTS^ W RRT t) 3lk f^t 3 T^RKh f^J 3Rf TJR 
Tl/09/10/139 WftftlR fRRR RRT f ( STJRlRR RRPR-RR RTRt RRRt f I 

RRR HT^Ri TTRT fRfRT RRRT RR RR itcR 3TTRlftd SRRRjfcTR dtcil dHRK u l (eiRrklR ZT?R) f I ^RRR 
RfRRuRT SRRTT 10 fRRTTT. 3?fr ^JRcfR SRRTT 25 RT. t I RrRTRR HI4HM 3TRRF7T (i) 500 fR.RT. t I ITRt’ TRF 
3TT$Rg<7R -jfRR t fRRlRR ?m Rfo?ra «mTTHIrRR> RlftR 3R*fR<pR RRIR I I RRR?T 46W4R> ^TRte (Re? i ^t) 3FC?t RPrR 
RfRRTR 39<Tf$d RRRT t I 3VRRUI 230 3^ 50 RrRTRdl RRT t^I W RT ^t4 RR311 I 

3R^ifR- 1 



STl^fir -2 : RT5H RTl TTtf^RT RR^ RTT 4W1IIM I 

feRT^l Rft RT§t ^ ^ RtfeFI RRR fTFRI RR f^RTet ^ 71f2 RT?3/^F RI?S $ ^fttRlR R?t R| t I flTO RR 3fR 

Tfq RFRT ^ 'SR ^ ffin Rit Rffel RRl ■§■ I RR Rfa RTRT ?R Rt^t ^Rt R ^ fidiKrt RR RtRl 3t Rfel RRT f I 4Ts<n RR Rt^RR RRR 
^ ^9RR RR RR7 y^nl RfRRTR^ -si^iiiH ^RTtRR fRRT RRI ^ I 

'3 t TRR 1J I'4 cAfeT^J#M ^ fRTR ^tt RfR t I RTRft ^feTR^R RR7 RfR RTf TtR^ ^ fair TT/Rt RR^/RRT Rl^ R fS 1 ! f*RR 
Rt tRRI RRI t I 

sftT ^RtR RRRiR "3RR 3rfVfRRR Rit RRT 36 R>t TR-RRl (12) RRT RRtF RlfRRRt RR TRRl RRR RF 'FltR'RI RRRt 
11R7 ^RR RT3RT ^ ST^tlRR ^ W ITRM-RR ^ STFPfR ^7Tt f^P-Rlfdl "gm STlt I7T5IR, 'feRTTfR ^ 3FJRK 3RtR RTTT WRTft R fsRRt 
TRR 31^RtfRR RT5RT RR fRpRrh fRRTI RRI f, tRfRftlT R?ft »f3rR ^ ^ Rt ^R7, RRT*tRr 37TT RR^RlHd ^ RtRR 39=FT'J| #t 
Rlt 1 fR.TH. R 50 ftl.m rlRT^ “j” RTR ^ fRTlT 100 ^ 50,000 RRF R?t ^3T R R7RTRR RTWR 3TR7FT (T^T) sfk 100 RI Rt 
RRR 3TfRR) ^ 13^ tHR, 5,000 ^ 50,000 RRT Rtt ^ ^ R-SHRH RIRRH 3RRIR1 (RR) 50 fRT.RT. ?TRr Rlt atfilRRW 

RfRRl RR3 t' sfk “^” RR 1x10^, 2xl0^RI 5x10 *,^ t'.’Rlt RRTRTRF RT RRRIrRRT RRlfRi RT 3JR ^ RRcJcR t I 

[ RR. R. ^RRR-21 ( 104 )/2010 ] 
Rt. RR. Rt%f, fRRTTRF, tRfRR? RTR fRRTR 
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New Delhi, the 12th September, 2011 

S.O. 3521.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by the prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of High Accuracy (Accuracy class -II) of Series “ AA-TII” and with 
brand name “ERA'’ (hereinafter referred to as the said model), manufactured by M/s. Akshar Agencies, Shop No. 314, 
Lotus Arcade, Opp. Bajaj Automotive Showroom, Gondal Road, Rajkot (Gujarat) and which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/10/139; 

The said Model is a strain gauge type load ceil based non-automatic weighing instrument (Table top type) with 
a maximum capacity of 10 kg. and minimum capacity of 25g. The verification scale interval (e) is 500mg. It has a tare device 
with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing results. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Model-1 



Figure-2 : Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done on the right side/back side of the display by passing sealing wire from the body of the display. The 
seal is connected by hole in base plate and top cover of display, then seal wire is passed through these two holes attached 
with seal. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision of the Model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A/D card/Mother board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity upto 50 kg. with number of verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for *e’ value of 1 mg. to 50mg and with number of verification scale interval 
(n) in the range of 5,000 to 50,000 for 6 e’value of 100 mg or more and with V value of 1x10 k , 2xlO k or 5xl0 k , where k is 
a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same 
principle, design and with the same materials with which, the s^id approved Model has been manufactured. 

[ F. No. WM-21 (104}/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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12 few, 2011 

RRT.3TT. 3522.—TOTOfa OTR^F, fTOTR RlfaRiTO SRT sTO 3T??JR feTO RT feRTT RiTO TO TORI^RS TTRTRTR wt 
(TOTOTORfaFTfTOrTOTO') RmTOrTOTTOTR) RlfafTORR, 1976 (1976 RTT60) TOT RT3 TOk TOT TO!R> 

(TOsTOf rtt argTORR) ftror, 1987 TO^rTOTO TO 3^r $ ai*R ?tt to TO) TOtort $ fe mron* win To) k TO 3R?j to^rt 
rrtTOtt rrto tsEtt afk fkfeR TOtfeTOrTO ai^Rd TOrt rrtr rttht t$rt; 

am: am TOTOTO totrttt, sro arfiffemTO) tot 36 TO)3r-rttt ( 7 ) 3^Tq-TO (8) torrr viPwiiT■3RTuTOh tot 
pfeTO arnr* tosHTOr, 71ft TO 314, mTO arrTTOs, tor ariiW<i«i TOTOr? TO toTO, TOstot)s, ttrtTOTO (^srim) to f fofrfei 
TOTOT RRlTOfT (TOTOTT TOf-III) TO III” *pSTgn TO 3TRTR* 7£RR Tlfel WTO l feel TOlRR SRRT Tu | (tTOOT^lTT) TO 
RfeT RTT, ITOttTO TOTS RTT TO “^3317^" t, (fTO) W^’ ?^TO TORT^'JRR "cfferT TOT RRT $) TOk ITOk afJRlRR fa? 3^ TJR 
S)/09/10/l40 fern TO $, ar^T^T RTift RSTtf) t; 

tot kfsm t^rt fk^m km tor rtt to k^ 3TTRrfe amrofer TOrtr twt u i (troro ^t^r) $ i sttTO) 
3tPrrtrr tort 30 fern. ■$ afk ^rrr tort 100 rt. t i tortto tortor arro^r (^) 5 rt. $ 1 ftTO to 
aRkRTJPTR ^feRT t feTOT 7TR RfelR ®TTORTRTrTO Rife aTTRRJtRH RTO $ I RRTTRT TOmfe SlTOs (TO ^ TO)) RRRf|TOk(R 
Rferm TO#rn TORT f I SRRTOT 230 TOte afk 50 RTRTrTO TOT fejR RRTR RT RTRf TORT * I 

3TT^rfR-1 






3RfifR-2 RfeRT TO TOfTOn RtTO TO TOTOR^ SIRilTR I 

feTO ^ RT^ R ^ TftfeT TOR iRTORT TO feR^ ^ W TOS/kRT TTTfS TO TOIfTOR RTT R^ t I feTOR TO) TO? afk 
TO =bq< TO TOR TO TO)<7T RT) TOST RRT TO I RR TO) cl TORT 1R 4 )'ll TOTO TO TO fRRTTTR TO TOTOt TO TO SI RRT % I TOSRT RTf TOPcTRR RTTk 
TO TORR TOT RTO RRTO) rIrTOTOS: STRR1H RRTTRR fRRT RRT t I 

TORTOT R ^kTRRH ^ %R TORT RfR t I TORT) TOfeRTO RTO R|R TOl ^TOk ^ fTTR TT/ST TOT^/RRT Rt^ k fSR f TOR 
RTfRRTRRT t I 

aftT TORtR RTRiTT RRR arfRfwr Rft TOR 36 RTl TO-TOR ( 12) iJTR TOR VIPRHrT TO RRkT RRTT fR RR RI TO 11 RiTRl 
i fro RRR RfSRT ^ ar^RTTO TO ?TT TOTTTORr TO aiTOfR RTft fTOTOrfcTT RTR RTft pR^ld, tSRI?R TO ap[RTT afk rr! tttrTO TO f^RTO 
rto ar^TOifro rtsrt to ITOTOTOr PTOrt wt, feRfet rTOP TO TOTO si TOrt, rtoTOtt afk rrTOtotr TO TOtot rto.tr TO sTO 
TO 100 Tort. TO 2 rt. to TO “f” rr TOPTOr 100 TO 10,000 to TO) TOr TO -torito mwmir TOrttr (rr) afk 5 rt. rtr^TO 
arfTO TO ‘‘^" tot TO TOr 500 TO 10,000 to TO) TOr TO trrtto tottot aTOram (tir) tt%r 50 fTO.RT. to rTO arfTORR ypmr 
RlTO t afir “f" TOT I x 10*, 2x10* ,5*10 * TO I, TO RTOTO RT RFTTTTO ^rr TP TO RR^R t I 

[TO. TO. ^ro^RR-21 ( 104 )/2010] 
TO. RR. TOfer, fRRRTRT, fTORR. TOT IkliM 
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New Delhi, the 12th September, 2011 

S.O. 3522. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by prescribed authority, 
is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the provisions of 
the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and die said Model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby approves and issues the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Tabletop type) with digital indication belonging to Medium Accuracy (Accuracy class -III) of Series “ AA- 
Tlir and with brand name “ERA" (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Akshar Agencies, 
Shop No. 314, Lotus Arced, Opp. Bajaj Automotive Showroom, Gondal Road, Rajkot (Gujarat) and which is assigned the 
approval mark IND/09/10/140; 

The said Model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Tabletop type) with 
a maximum capacity of 30 kg. and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 5g. It has a tare device 
with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-1 Model. 



Figure-2 Schematic Diagram of Sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done on the right side/back side of the display by passing sealing wire from the body of the display. The 
seal is connected by hole in base plate and top cover of display, then seal wire is passed through these two holes attached 
with seal. A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision of the Model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has been provided in A/D card/Mother board to 
disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy, performance and of the same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg. and w ith number of 
verification scale interval (n) in the range of 100 to 10,000 for ‘e’ value of lOOmg. to 2g. and with number of verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of500 to 10,000 for V value of 5g or more and with ‘e’ value of 1 * 10\ 2* 10 k or 5* 10\ k being 
the positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the said manufacturer in accordance with the same 
principle, design and materials with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM-21 (104)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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R^fc#, 12 fRRJRT, 2011 

W.W. 3523.—R^R -H<R>K ^T, fa%R RlfTOTKt SIR RRJR fiRte: RT fRRR RRR ^ RTRTRRf rririr RfRmtfRT 
tor t} Rf&iR Rfem (Rt^RtRf anffR^') rr afk rtr rtrrt arfRfRRR, 1976 ( 1976 mi 60) rrt rtz 3rfc rt| rtrrt 
(R feetf rr RRRfco Itor, 1987 ^ rtorT ^ t sfa^R rtr mt rrirrt tI rt wttrr RRtn ml RRfa r| Rfem 
RRr*fRi rrtr r#rt Mtot RftftRfrof 3 to mror t^rt,- 

3R1:, 3TR, ^RtR RTOTR, TOR 3TMRRR Rft RTR 36 Rrt RR-RTR (7) 3lkRR-RTR (8) SIR TT^rT >»lR+d^TRTT^RT^T RTR! 
m am mfq r. 3i4,mteR tor^s,-rrr si i dWTO <£ TOri, rEstr Tte, <h*m (TpmR) smfRfRftR 

RKRR RRIRRT (RRT*fRTRrf-III) ^ l, ^-^Iir ,J, fi^^3f^7J^Rf^3^gTnf^ (mteRTT*f ZI^R) m 

RfecT RR, fRRRT RTTO RR RTR ^TOTR t, (fR^ ?Rm RTOTRTOR RT5RT R7?T TOT t) 3TiT fRR 3TRRIRR fR?; TR^ RR 
Tl/09/10/141 RHj^fVtR fRTRl RRT ST^RPaH HHIR44 Rift RTTRl f; 

R^T RT5R RR> fa^TR RR RRTR RR RR ^RT TORlfcl 3RRRTfRR RtRR TORTO! O^TORTf ZTTO) t I ^RRt| SRRRTRR 
^RRT 1000 fRT.RT. t 3^T =3£RHR ^PTcTT 2 1%. RT. t I RTOTRR RTRRTR SRRM (^) 100 RT. | I TRI' RRT 
TOtfcFJRR T? fjlR=h! RTR-yRlifKI oqqc»,diicH=t> RTftR 3RT|RjJ<RR RRTR ^ I RRTTCT TOmfRT ^STRfe (RRT ^ '51) RR? cT|RR 
RfmTTR d'-KRw RRRT t I 7TO 230 RtRZ 3^7 50 ^TOf RTRlTOf RRT fejcl TO tr rtrJ rrri i | 

3R^fR-l-RfeRI 



3TT^)fR-2—RT5RT RTt TfTfRR RRR RR RETORTS "gTRRTR 

fefMcH Rft Rlsl ^ RtfRRT RRR tRRiRTRR f5RT^ R> TTfJ Hff S/^Ri MISS R Rtf?RT Rit ■?■ I fgTRR Ri) RR ' c ^! 3TR 
zrq R1RT ^ fk ^ Rto RTl Rtel TOT f, RR RtB RPR ?R rNJ R R fRRRrl RR Tftc3 R Rfel RRT t I RTS^l RTt RRR 

^ ZTOR RiT R"R> RRRt RtRRRS 'STRRIR RRTlRR IrRI RR1 % I 

3RRRR1 ^ ^ %R RT5T) RfR t I RIRTf RRT RfR RTt RRT^ ^ fRTR RH^/W Rl^ R' f5R ‘TRR 

R) fTOTRRTt I 

3fk RWR TOR 3TMRRR RTt RRT 36 RTt RR-RRT ( 12) 1RI TOR 3l(RTO)' RR RRtR RTO ipi RR RtRan 'FTRt 

t fRT RRR RTRR1 ^ 3^01^ ^ ^T RRTRRR ^ 3RnfcT RR) farfRRfRI ?[R1 RRT fR^TR, fS’RTS'f ^ 3TgRTC 3^ RR) RIRRt R f HR^ 
RRR RPJRtfRR RT3RF RR fRfRRPR iRTRT RRT f, fqPlfHfl RRf ^ ^R ft RR7, RRT^fRT 3fR RnRRTRTR ^ R1RR RRRTOT R) 

Rl 5RT. RTRR^3TfRRT'^“^”RTR^'fRTR500'R 10,000 RR^R^^R R'RcRTTORTRRTR 3TRRR1 (RR) Rl%R 50 fRT.m. R f 000 
fRT.m. Rm Rff arfRRRTR ^RRT rM t 3Tk "I” RTR lxio*, 2x10*, 5 X 10 *, m f, RT RRTrRRT RT RFTTrTOT ^JRfm Rl TffT m 
RRgrot i 

[RR. R. ^^RR-21( 104)/20jl0] 
Rt. RR- RtfSTR, tR^TTR?. WRRT RTR t^lRR 
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New Delhi, the 12th September, 2011 

S*0. 3523. —Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by prescribed authority, 
is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the provisions of 
the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type) with digital indication of Medium Accuracy (Accuracy class-III) of series “AA-P III” and 
with brand name “ERA” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), manufactured by M/s. Akshar Agencies, Shop No. 314, 
Lotus Arced, Opp. Bajaj Automotive Showroom, Gondal Road, Rajkot (Gujrat) which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/10/141; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) with 
a maximum capacity of 1000 kg and minimum capacity of 2 kg, The verification scale interval (e) is lOOg. It has a tare device 
with a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing result. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-1 Model 



era mr' 


Figure-2 Schematic diagram of Sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done on the right side/back side of the display by passing sealing wire from the body of the display. The 
seal is connected by whole in base plate and top cover of display, then seal wire is passed through these two holes attached 
with seal A typical schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has been provided in A/D card mother board to 
disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the power conferred by sub-section (12) of Section 36 of the said Act. the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity 50 kg. up to 5000 kg. with verification scaie 
interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e’value of5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of I x 10\2*10 k or5 x l0 k , where k is 
a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same 
principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No.WM-21(l04)/20t0] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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New Delhi, the 12th September, 2011 

S.O. 3524.—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by prescribed authority, 
is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the provisions of 
the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Table top type) with digital indication of High Accuracy (Accuracy class -II) of Series “BAT” and with 
brand name “BABA” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), maunfactured by M/s. Salasar Industries, 12-A, Shiv Vfliar 
Colony, Opposite V.K.I. Road, Siker Road, Jaipur (Rajasthan) which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/10/179; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Tabletop type) with 
a maximum capacity of 30 kg and minimum capacity of lOOg. The verification scale interval (e) is 2g. It has a tare device with 
a 100 per cent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing results. The 
instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-1 Model 



Figure-2 Schematic diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Scaling is done by passing the sealing wire from the body of the scale through holes, A typical schematic diagram 
of sealing provision of the model is given above. 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A/D card/mother hoard 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of section 36 of the said Act. the C entral 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make and performance of same series with maximum capacity up to 50 kg and with number of verification scale 
interval (n) in the range of 100 to 50,000 for ‘e’ value of lmg. to 50mg and with number or verification scale interv al (n) in 
the rangepfSOOO to 50,000 for 4 e 1 value of 1 OOmg or more and with 4 e’ value Ixl0\2xl0 k or5xl0\ where k being the positive 
or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance with the same principle, 
design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured. 

[F. No. WM *21 1 120) 2010] 
B. N DIXIT. Director of l.eg?! Metrology 


4330 G1/2011—6 
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TO fTOTO, 12lRR*RT, 2011 

<*i(.3TT. 3525.—TOd R7T, [qlsd TORTOT) ski Rp foTO RT fq^K RkR TO htrir TO RRIRR TO TOT i| 
fTO RRR fTOTO 3 TOTOr RTScT (rN) TO TO 3TT^rf?T TOTO) RIR TOP RTR RTRRT STplfTOR, 1976( 1976 TO 60) R*TT W TOl TOT RTRRT 
(TOrTO Til 3 FJTOrR) fTOR, 1987 TO RTO'TO" TO 3FJTOT t 3?)T ^T RTR TO) ITO i % ciHTrTR TOpT TO) 3T#J TO TO)' 

RRTTORT q-TTO, «sPll TOP fTOTOR TOTOrTOrTO TO -sh^Oi TORT JisH "’=b<cfl TORT; 

RR:, 3TR, TO-TOq RTTOT, R°ki RfTOfTOR TO) RITT 36 TO) RR-tfTTT (7) TOP RR-TOTT (8) ski ysii ^lf=+nTO TO hTO j i TOTR 

frC^TO OI<rtlm 12-TJ, 1%17 TO#tf, TO). TO. 3Tlt TO? TO RTRTO.fRTOTTO^.'RR^CTRRRTR) IRI iTOmfTOd R«RT 

RETORT (wTOrtrTO-III) RlTO) “TOqTO” 9 jqjRT TO RTOF Tj^R RfFR RTRJMlfdR /TOR RMTORT (TOrrTZTR R[?R) TO RTSRT RR, 
)TOrTO w rr rir “^rar" t, (far) ?rTO 4 irTO rtrtr^rrr TOfeR r^t rrt t) arh: 1TOTO aojqi^ fTO? sn^ ktr TO)|i 
RR^TO fTOlR fTOR w t ( 3T3RVR W»FTR -5# TOTR) f I 

RTO RTSH RRT fTOf^T TOr 'TOR TO RTT ^RT STWlfTR STT^RlfTOR RtRTR RRTORT (TORTOR RT?R) t I ^rTO) 3TfTOFRR 
«TRRT 500 four, t Rtk '^JRRR 8JRRT 1 fTO. 7TT. t I RrTOTR HNOH 3RKM (3) 50 TIT. t I WTO" TO TOtPfiJHH tj(TO!T 1fTORTO 
TO-yfd^ld TOTOTRTRTRTRT RTftR 3 TTTOto[cH RRTR t I TO17T RcRTORT TgrTOte (TO ^ TO)) TTTOf TO)RTR Rfoom R9<f$4 TORT t I 
RRTORT 230 TOto TOP 50 TO3f TOTOff TOT fR^R 3TTOI R7 TO^f TORT t I 

STT^ifR-1 —RTTO 


09/10/180 



Rii^iRi-2—HTsn TO TOfTOr rTO to rTOtos sitoh i 

TOTO TO qi-sl fTO TO ^5) Ft Ffllci'l TOR fRTORTTO ■hIIci'I TO WRt 'f I OTTO TO rTOTO RjTO ^ TO T^RT 
3TTOT) TO5TRTO -STTO10 TOTlRR fTOl TOT t I 

TOTOR T^" TOrtTOtR ^ RTr TOR) H*>q ■§■ [ qie<) TOrTOtR RR7 R^R TO TOR) R) fciT, 'R./TO TO^/TOT 41TO f^TOT 
TOfTOTTOrt 1 

TOr TOTOr 7RTOT tor srPTOrro TO tot 36 TO to-tot (12) tot tor TOTOTO to rTOt rTO t[q to rItott tor) 

t fa TOR RfeRT ^ RTJjTOr ^ TR TOFRTO ^ TOFfR rTO PtHtTOtt IRT TOT) fTTSIR, ^ 3TJRR 3f)T RTlt RTTO' ^ fTOTO 

TOR 3T[Hlf?R RfeRT fRlRRpR pFRT TOT t, t^RpTO RR) ^fa^TT ^ F) pRT, RRTTOt 3T)t toTOtRIR ^ R)cTR TORTOT TO #f TO 
5 ITT. RT RTTO TOTOt ^ "f ” R1R TO fTO, 500 ^ 10,000 RRT TO ^R P' RRTOR RTRRTR TORIRT (OR) TOFR 50 1TO.TIT. ^ 
5000 tTO.RT. RRT TO aqpTTOm SSRRTRTOf3ffT“^"RTR 1x10*, 2x 10* RI 5x10 *,TOt',TO TOlcHRT RT RjTOrRRi Wr? RT qpR 

TOrr^to t I 

[TO. R. ^TO^TO-21 ( 120 )/2010 3 

TO. t(r. TOfTOr, m«i<*', fTOror rn fTOro 
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New Delhi, the 12th September, 2011 

S.O, 3525,—Whereas the Central Government, after considering the report submitted to it by prescribed 
authority, is satisfied that the Model described in the said report (see the figure given below) is in conformity with the 
provisions of the Standards of Weights and Measures Act, 1976 (60 of 1976) and the Standards of Weights and 
Measures (Approval of Models) Rules, 1987 and the said model is likely to maintain its accuracy over periods of 
sustained use and to render accurate service under varied conditions; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (7) and (8) of Section 36 of the said Act, the 
Central Government hereby issues and publishes the certificate of approval of the model of non-automatic weighing 
instrument (Platform type ) with digital indication of Medium Accuracy (Accuracy class -III) of Series “BAP"’ and with 
brand name “BABA” (hereinafter referred to as the said Model), maunfactured by M/s. Salasar Industries, 12-A, Shiv Vihar 
Colony, Opposite V. K. I. Road, Siker Road, Jaipur (Rajasthan) which is assigned the approval mark 
IND/09/10/180; 

The said model is a strain gauge type load cell based non-automatic weighing instrument (Platform type) with 
a maximum capacity of 500 kg. and minimum capacity of 1kg. verification scale interval (e) is 50g. It has a tare device 

with a 100 percent subtractive retained tare effect. The Light Emitting Diode (LED) display indicates the weighing results. 
The instrument operates on 230 Volts, 50 Hertz alternative current power supply. 

Figure-1 Model 





Figure-2 Schemiatie diagram of sealing provision of the model. 

Sealing is done by passing the sealing wire from the body of the scale through holes. A typical schematic diagram 
of sealing provision of the model is given above, 

The instrument has external control to calibration. A dip switch has also been provided in A/D card^iother board 
to disable access to external calibration. 

Further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (12) of section 36 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that this certificate of approval of the said Model shall also cover the weighing instruments 
of similar make, accuracy and performance of same series with maximum capacity above 50 kg. up to 5000 kg. with verification 
scale interval (n) in the range of 500 to 10,000 for ‘e* value of 5g. or more and with ‘e’ value of 1* 10 k , 2* 10 k or 5*10\ 
where k is a positive or negative whole number or equal to zero, manufactured by the same manufacturer in accordance 
with the same principle, design and with the same materials with which, the said approved Model has been manufactured 

[ F. No.WM-21( 120)/2010] 
B. N. DIXIT, Director of Legal Metrology 
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( *mdlq HHqj ®{7t) 

25 43*43, 20! I 

^r.3R. 3526.—HTOfa TR3fl 3ZJ# (WH4) 1988 3#f#4H 4 ^ (5) ^ 31 4 H13ctt4 ^ 

4,1'vSRi 3TftRji%ct 4><dl I? fq> r«H cil$#«l 4> |q«K u i dl# 3H #’ f45 H3? 433 145 HI? 1? :— 


gn? 3#tfH4H#43t distract^ ihw^wi 

■R 733541 twf*3/q#/HTF 


HRcftH H3H43 49 4Tt#4i 


HT HI 33. HTH 


33^ 4# 


( 1 ) ( 2 ) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


( 6 ) 


1. 9877217 25-07-2011 


1 9877722 12-07-2011 


3. 9878320 14-07-2011 


4. 9879120 12-08-2011 


5. 9881410 19-08-2011 

5. 9881915 19-08-2011 

7. 9883818 30-08-20011 

8. 9885519 6-09-2011 

9. 9885923 16-09-2011 


H13# ffilH F53?fa, 

483/83? 7TTH HH3, 

433 3fe it#, 

it 3313 #t 3ft 4^ HT3T, 

■gFHHRT ( H'dl«0 

eKHI 

248, Ht4lfS3, 

■5ITcT=%R (#414) 

#H #. 4, #331 1, 


q# «ci«n, 

4>rs?Hl3 

3HJ4 #qM73, 

HT4 711^414, 

it 33t UHTJTI, 

d6#td »ieidi, '[J34T3T53 

4iicii- 143505 (isrra) 

4r?TH #H3T f ,J s+rp'4, 

5crli«iHl 3t$, HT4 |fST, 
ne+ilci (#414) 

##t5>43 3P<Tff3RI 4HH#t, 

#9# 3te, 43534791, (#qi4) 

■^itn firR, 

TitcT 531, HfH ?pr3PH #7*3, 

T?5 4>) 

^fq?47Hf -qnrjt 4433", 
fe#733 #5, 

4IH4TR, Hdte, 5431333 (WI) 
^54 3Std 334#433, 

331# HT47T 3te, 

5<rdT53 474ft, 

it 33t Wt it#KH3, 

H7#?Hq 33Tf?>4 (#414) 


63<1 'diRld iid H3 33141 4IH 3906 
4T# 33#t447 5>8KI, [i«-i ZT?H 


4I7T4*# 441# #t# 4# HT^l 1879 

f#7fzn 

H##7#tHiT33 + 33T?HT#qf3H 15236 

f 3ft 


; in ^tch 


#713 5433 




7T3 53433 


14543 


2347 


2347 


H?J ^ f#l? f#f914 33TFT3 2052 


W 4m-53431 #5 9020 


47T#H ^3434 ^ f4#4 2830 


1995 


2010 


2002 


2004 


2006 


2006 


1979 


2002 


1992 
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(0 (2) (3) 

10. 9889426 27-09-2011 


11. 9889628 7-10-2011 


12. 9892314 18-10-2011 


13. 9893215 25-10-2011 


t 3nWi 
ttft <3^1 j i 

^hcl ( Ml'H ) 

’'JTHt Tfe, 

^?cE*R ( ) 

THTT Tt^FT ftc^T, 
zt TfT^, 

H u 'sl (H^ra) 

^ToTI TIT. fafafe, 

2, 3. 5, 

-%) 

'Q^T 3TR 

cT^fteT g^qi-ll, 


3T c Rr^t FTTTZ (FH) 
SoRi^d 3TFF7T 


^FTTcT^t^Z 


3TRJ f^RT 




[U Ht. FR. ITl. 13:11 ] 
it. ^RT^TFT, ^TTpRT 4 TTtT7 ? SFJT3 


(Bureau of Indian Standards) 

New Delhi, the 25th November, 2011 

S.O. 3526. —In pursuance of sub-regulation (5) of the regulation 4 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 
Regulations, 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies the grant of licences particulars of which are given in 
the following schedule: 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

Licence 

No. 

Grant Date 

Name and Address 
of the Party 

Title of the Standard 

IS No./ 

Year 

Part/Sec. /Year 

(i) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 


L 

9877217 

25-07-2011 

M/s Modem Trading 
& Industries, 

483/8A Sham Nagar 

Back side Bus Stand, 

Near PRTC Workshop, 

Distt: Ludhiana, Punjab 

Crop Protection 
Equipment-Hand- 
operated Knapsack 
Sprayer, Piston Type 

3906 

1995 

2. 

9877722 

12-07-2011 

M/s Vandana Industries, 

248 Godaipur, 

Distt: Jalandhar 

Punjab 

Malleable cast 
iron pipe fittings 

1879 

2010 

3. 

9878320 

14-07-2011 

M/s Coromandel 

Profenofos+ 

15236 

2002 


International Ltd. 

Lane No. 4, Phase-1, 
SIDCO Industrial Complex, 
Bari Brahmana, 

Jammu 

Distt: Jammu and Kashmir 


Cypermethrin E. C. 
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(1) (2) (3) (4) 


(5) 


4. 9879120 


5. 9881410 


6. 9881915 


7. 9883818 


8. 9885519 


9. 9885923 


10. 9889426 


11. 9889628 


12-08-2011 


19-08-2011 


19-08-2011 


30-08-2011 


06-09-2011 


16-09-2011 


27-09-2011 


07-10-2011 


M/s Amrit Beverages, 

Village Sahabad, 

P. O. Umarpura, 

Teh Batala, Gurdaspur, 

Batala 

Punjab, 143505 
M/s Vallabh Metal 
Industires, 

Mullabadha Road, 

Village Jhundan, 

Tehsil Malerkotia, 

Distt: Sangrur 
Punjab 

M/s Magicook 
Appliances Company 
Railway Road, 

Distt: Kapurthala 

Punjab 

M/s Supreme 

Feed Mills 

Ranjeet PuraGole 

GujralCamp, 

Distt.: Jammu 
J.K., 

M/s New Vishvkarma 
Agri Works 
Defence road 
Danewala Malaut, 

Distt.: Muktsar 
M/s Eden Steel Alloys, 
Ambey Majra Road, 
Mullanpur Kalan, 

P. O. Mandi Gobindgarh, 
Mandi Gobindgarh, 

Distt.: Fatehgarh Sahib, 
Punjab 

M/s The Aarko Pipes Gram 
Udyog (Regd.), 

Village Dhadha 
(Near Fly Over) 

Old Hoshiarpur Road, 

Distt.: Jalandhar 
Punjab 14004 

M/s Radha Steel Rolling Mills 
G. T. Road, Sirhind Side, 
Mandigobindgarh, 

Mandi Gobindgarh, 

Distt.: Fatehgarh Sahib 
Punjab, 147301 


Packaged Drinking 
Water 


Domestic Pressure 
Cooker 


Domestic Pressure 
Cooker 


Compounded Feeds 
for Cattle 


Power Threshers- 
Safety Requirements 


Carbon steel cast 
billet 


Centrifugally Cast 
(Spun) Ductile Iron 
Pressure Pipes 


High Strength 
Deformed steel bars 


( 6 ) 

14543 


2004 


2347 


2006 


2347 


2006 


2052 


1979 


9020 


2002 


2830 


1992 


8329 


2000 


1786 
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(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 


12. 9892314 

18-10-2011 

M/s Bohra Agrifilms Pvt. Ltd. 
Phase II Lane No. 5 

Sidco Complex, 

Distt.; Jammu, J. K,, 

Low Density 
Polyethylene Films 

2508 

1984 

13. 9893215 

25-10-2011 

M/s S. R. Beverages 
V&P.O.Pawa, 

Packaged Drinking 
Water 

14543 

2004 


Tehsil Ludhiana, 

Distt.: Ludhiana 
Punjab, 

[No.CMD/13:ll] 

P. K. MUKHOPADHYAY, Scientist F & Head (MDCH) 
25 2011 

W.3TT. 3527.—'(3TRFH) 1988 5 (6) ^ Wfa 

HH<t> ^.ci^ski ^tTcIT f=TR fq=K«i ^1^ cii^^-IhT ^ '3^ <v?lf4l ' i t| cil<lo ^ ^>7 7 I41 1? :— 


sF. 

XT. 


cf Ten 


XF33* MRcffa HK^ ^71 


(o 

(2) 

(3) 


(4) 

(5) 

1. 

9165279 

SWF ^TsMI ^ 

^rt ^ Wen 

17-08-2011 

2. 

9616084 

nleietl 



19-08-2011 

3. 

9418585 

217X5-1 tfxi, 

T?u^Vl€ xte, ■gftpiHi 


fsRfe 

11-10-2011 


[7T. 7ft tit? ^ 13 : 13] 
ftt. ^>. ‘ 1 13^ 

New Delhi, the 25th November, 2011 

S.O. 3527.—In pursuance of sub-regulation (6) of the regulation 5 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 
Regulations 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies that the licences particulars of which are given below 
have been cancelled with effect from the date indicated against each : 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

Licence 

No. 

Name and Address of the 
Licensee 

Article/Process with relevant Indian 
Standards covered by the licence 
cancelled/suspension 

Date of 
Cancellation 

(1) 

(2) 

0) 

(4) 

(5) 

1 . 

9165279 

M/s Maingi Brothers 

Opp. Central Bank 
of India, Industrial 

Development Colony, 

Distt.: Jalandhar, Punjab 

Malleable cast iron pipe fitings 

17-08-2011 
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2. 9616084 


3. 9418585 


M/s Karan Agencies 
Distt: S A S Nagar 
(Mohali) 

Punjab, 

M/s Bonn Food 
Industries, 

217-A-I,Milan, 
Chandigarh Road, 
Distt.: Ludhiana 
Punjab. 


Packaged Drinking water 


Biscuits 


194)8-20 1 


11-10-201 


[No.CMD/13:13] 

P K.MUKHOPADHYAY, Scientist ‘F’ & Head (MDCH) 


3^f33Wt, 28 33737, 2011 

33.377. 3528.—377347 3j4 1339, 1987 47 13377 7 41 ( 1 ) 3f 74 f (73) ^ 4 mTffct 3H3; 

"571 9,0 5 s 171 3ffy7jl33 <mgi 1? f4r 1477 mTlfft 3(943 357 ft =0)4 4 ft?7l Tpsfj ^ 4 f$7|p7d Ft tj4 I? : 


3577 77. WlftTT mTcffa 7TH37 (qjf) 
3?t 777231 34 3Tk?M3r 


34 ^TRcft^T Hl’13) SKI 
dffdsfiftd 377447 TTH^ 
3T*73T 7TH34, 3f4 mtf Ft, 
3ft77T§!77 3% 34 


7*7493 f4f*7 


3T^W37t|t7Tt61241-2-1 : 1994 

FSRTfta 531 3ft Fqft«7f?r 4 

Fl3 3l<rl ftsjfl =4 397357 : 379 2 
977^ 9Sfd91 3Tgm9 1 33 

3797773 379 9574 

33 94fci<71 

3T^ 577/37lf?4t 61241 -4 : 2001 
FS 34)91 SJPT 3ft Fqftsrfd 4' nil 
Fl9 3191 fa?p 4 39737 ; 1713 4 
"pl)"pi!7lt7 

3TT? TT3/37lff7fr 60079 t 6 : 2007 
■f37333t 33f37 T 3 919 6 497 
f33^3H “ o ’' gTTI 399599 777399 


33^3 12315 (m3 1) 


3T1F34 7693 : 2004 


30 33737, 201 ! 


30 33737, 201 


30 33737, 201 


S3 977319 73333 33 9f997 3T7cft3 73337 3J71, 9T995 333, 9, 3FJ7 3173 393 733 , 3^ 479971 - 110002, 
3: 3f f399ft, 357373331, F^FtTO, 49^, Tpff 99T 971737 9579f9l4f: 3TF99797?, 939?r7, 4(9197, 533997, 3ft3i3<J7, 59 
3KT57, 3FT57, 35T357, 939T, 5yt 997 frlT'-cH'-d^d 4 ftsfft FcJ 3997®9 4 | 


^TR. T^T, 


[77^4 :^t22/3t-70,3t-72,3t-*0] 
f3Tf337 ‘f 33 35^3 (f97I3 3353774) 
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New Delhi, the 28th November, 2011 

S. O. 3528. —In pursuance of clause (b)of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 ofthe Bureau of Indian Standards Rules, 1987, 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies that the Indian Standards, particulars of which are given in the Schedule 
hereto annexed have been issued :— 

SCHEDULE 

SI. No, 

No. & Year & of the Indian 
Standards 

No. & Year of the Indian 
Standards, if any Superseded 
by the New Indian Standard 

Date of Established 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) , 

1. 

IS/IEC 61241-2-1:1994 

Electrical Apparatus for Use in the 
Presence of Combustible Dust: 

Part 2 Test Methods Section 1 

Methods for Determining the 

Minimum Ignition Temperatures 

IS 12315 (Part 2): 1988 

30 November, 2011 

2. 

IS/IEC 612414:2001 Electrical 
Apparatus for Use in the Presence 
of Combustible Dust-Part 4 Type 
of Protection “pD” 


30 November, 2011 

3. 

IS/IEC 60079-6:2007 Explosive 
Atmospheres : Part 6 Equipment 
Protection by Oil Immersion “o” 

IS 7693:2004 

30 November, 2011 


Copies of these Standards are available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur 
Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110 002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai and also 
Branch Offices: Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, Jaipur, Kanpur, Nagpur, 
Patna, Pune, Thiruvananthapuram. 

[Ref: ET 22/T-70,T-72, T-80] 
R. K. TREHAN, Scientist 'E' & Head (MDCH) 

30W*R,2011 

■5TT.OT. 3529.—'tTPW fWT, 1987 ^ f=m 7 ^ ( 1) ^ T35 (T3) ^ 3Ppn?l 3 HTOfa '*1H=F 




grq ft, ■qpff ^ 

^ fttsST 3?K 



.... ' 


(1) , (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 811 : 1987 

1, W^T2011 

30^tR, 2011 

Z 3TT^ T3ft 3964 : 1980 

1, W3R2011 

30 2011 


^ nfcRT qTClfa -qR^T qpRr q=R, 9, W RPf, ftc#-110002, 

M rtmm, mstw , ct«n war : 3jrt^k, *farcj, ^levl, 

"5PPJC ^1-FJ*, TPPJi:, rt«U 3 fq# ^ dHd«J t I 


TT M, ‘t”f ! 133 3EJS (fafaeT sW-rafl) 


4330 G1/2011—7 
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New Delhi, the 30th November, 2011 

S. O. 3529. —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Ri 
the Bureau 6f Indian Standards hereby notifies the amendment ot the Indian Standards, particulars of which is g 
Schedule hereto annexed have been issued :— 

SCHEDULE 

lies, 1987, 
iven in the 

SI. No. No. and year of the No. and Year of Date from which th< 

Indian Standards the amendment amendment shall ha 

. effect 

ve 

(D (2) (3) (4) 


1. IS 811:1987 1 November, 2011 30 November, 2011 

2 IS 3964:1980 1 November, 2011 30 November, 2011 


Copy of ffec Amendment is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Mamd 
9, Bahadur Shah Marg, New Delhi- 1 1 0002 and Regional Offices : New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Cherub 

and also Branch Offices * Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderab 
Kanpur, Nagpur, Pj&fcia, Pune, and Thiruvananthapuram. 

[Ref : C£ 

A. K. SAINI, Scientist T’ & Head (C i 

7$f3Pvft, 30 73*37,2011 

JBf.OT. 3530.— TRTffa 3T73T f733, 1987 3 f737 7 ^ 34fH4|H ( 1 ) 37 335 (33) 37 373777*1 ^ 

; Bhavan, 
ti, Mumbai 
ad, Jaipur, 

D/Gazette] 

vilEngg.) 

Tcffa 

3>3 77. 777#3<T MKtffa 7J73T 3ft 3ft 77^11 fftf*? 7731)37 HIT 

3ft 

(1) (2) (3) (4) 


1. 33^5*7 1003(71*1 1) : 2003 2,33*37 2011 30 73*37,: 

2 371$ 53 1003 (*717 2) : 1994 3,73*37 201! 30 73*37,: 

3. 371$ TT^r 4021 *. 1995 3,73*372011 30 73*37,: 

2011 

zbl! 

2311 

T7 177)33 3ft ItfftTf 7T7cft7 31737 3R3T 337, 9, 3ST|7 W 3777 71*f, 7$ ftp#- 1 10002, $137 

7 1 ftp# s.'lpwm, 3*#i3, #3$, 3*3$ w nm TTTfaftlf : 331*731313, 37*53, #7th, 533*37, 373*371 
^371313, 713S7, 3H757, 7F157, 7Z7T, Tjjit, 731 1^37331573 ftf ft# WW | | 

[7ft*1 : Tftl 

R. ‘ W’ TTcf 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2011 

S.O. 3530. —In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rule (1 ) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Ri 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies the amendment to the Indian Standards, particulars of wioch is g 
Schedule hereto annexed have been issued :— 

7 TUT## 
7j *j31?# 

NV71373J 

'?3ftf737t) 

alls, 1987, 
ivpn in the 


. I* i v-mmm i W Hi m 1 ' 1 ' ' y '**■*«'‘'T*' 




[*FFTII- 

3(H)] 

'TOT 3TT WRT : 10, ZOll/aram^ 19, 1933 
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SCHEDULE 

SI. No. 

No. and year of the 
Indian Standards 

No. and Year of 
the amendment 

Date from which the 
amendment shall have 
effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

I. 

IS 1003 (Parti): 2003 

2, November 2011 

30 November, 2011 

2. 

IS 1003 (Part 2): 1994 

3, November 2011 

30 November, 20 M 

3. 

IS 4021:1995 

3, November 2011 

30 November, 2011 


Copy of the amendment is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards, Manak Bhavan, 
9, Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata, Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai 
and also Branch Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad. Jaipur, 
Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune, and Thiruvananthapuram. 


[Ref: CED/Gazette] 

A. K. SAIN1, Scientist T 1 & Head (Civil Engg.) 

30 2011 

■5FT.3TT. 3531 .—WPl TOPE faTO, 1987 ^ faTO 7 ^ TOfaTO ( 1) * fas (73) ^ 3TTOTO 3 *TOTfa TOPE 

t^irn srftRjf^r TOcti # far ^ 3 fa$ *fa tort 3 totIto faro tot i : 


rmtTO 3ft rrroi srk fafa 

TOTP-R 30 

faf<3 

(0 (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 3TT^TO 7638 : 1999 

3.TOTO2011 

30 T&sn t 20\ l 

2. 311^ TO 13745 : 1993 

1.TOTO2011 

30^1*^.201! 


TO toHr ufam *roTfa tuto ’tsR, 9 , w w? *rpf, fawft-1 10002, 

^ fa?#, 4>)d*i<n t wlro, *j«i$ tot timt : 3i*«ki«»k, ’Thro, , --mtorji. ijwrct, 

I«nk , grrojc wp, '97n, toi 3 faaft ig TOtt®t t‘ i 


M, 'tnjt’ lfa TPJTS (fafart toWtotI) 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 2011 

S. O. 3531.—In pursuance of clause (b) of sub-rale (1) of Rule 7 of the Bureau of Indian Standards Rules. 1987. 
the Bureau of Indian Standards hereby notifies die amendment to the Indian Standards, particulars of which is given in the 
Schedule hereto annexed have been issued 


SCHEDULE 


SI. No. 

No. and year of the 

Indian Standards 

No. and Year of 
the amendment 

Date from which the 
amendment shall have 
effect 

Co 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

i. 

IS 7638:1999 

3, November 2011 

30 November. 2011 

2. 

IS 13745:1993 

1, November 2011 

30 November. 2011 


Copy of the amendment is available for sale with the Bureau of Indian Standards. Manak Bhavan. 
9, Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-110002 and Regional Offices: New Delhi, Kolkata. Chandigarh, Chennai, Mumbai 
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• 3(h)] 

and also Branch Offices : Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopal, Bhubaneshwar, Coimbatore, Guwahati, Hyderabad, J 
Kanpur, Nagpur, Patna, Pune, and Thiruvananthapuram. 

[Ref: CED/Gj 

A. K. SAINI, Scientist ‘F’ & Head (Civil E 

R$ ferei), 2 f4R*R<, 2011 

RR.3TT. 3532.—RTRTfRRHRT^ (3mTRR) fsrfdRR, 1988 V iRpTRR 4 V ^R-lRRR (5) V apjRRrjR' TOll 
*1^0 y,n<ySK( 'indi ^ IV P>h V (Rcm. u 1 -iN RR ^ RiT ^ 

aipur, 

izette] 

ngg-) 

■RFT^T 

R7R RR?l? <Rpf Id Vt dfSR'-HRRt RR RRdlR RIRR7 RR RJ RT RPT 

R 1M®1 R^/Rfi? R1R R RRT ^fl cf=rj W<S4I 

[. Rtf 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8 

) (9) 

1- 3765576 21-11-2011 ^cft^R^R, ^rU'«K RR RTV 14543 

11, dcT Himi, R7(d HIRR, 

fRR13R15T Tfe, fRRTd V SldTRI) 

^Rf-400 059 

2. 3771672 21-11-2011 *RM R^RT R^ReR, ArUrR RTR RR RHt 14543 

TC Tf. 334/1, tT6KrJMT£^, ( ^c£>jh^ 

RlfRRifRcR, 

W^-423 102 

3. 3775175 21-11-2011 Rtfipfl RTsFte RR?f, Rfdd Wfe RI?3 458 

R>JR 55/1/2, RjRRTRRIR, (RRoFT RR iRRT 

Rt 3ff ftcTRI^ RT5T, URdH V) 

crrg4RRrt-40i 303 

4. 3777684 21-11-2011 RHRR RtRR Mh£§, V RRZ-^dTRRT 2494 1 

RR R 50/1 -2-3-Rt/2Rt, RftRRttRRi RR^Rdt V 

^ RTR Rf?Reft, <V ^e-RTR 1 

RT^RR taidljji, RIRFR Rdfad 

fRdl : RRR3-400 604 

2004 

2004 

2003 

2004 

[R. : RtRR5t-l3 
RRRd fn, ^dlfdR- ‘Tnp’ ttr 

New Delhi, the 2nd December, 2011 

S. O. 3532.—In pursuance of sub-regulation (5) of the regulation 4 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certifies 
Regulations 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies the grant of licences particulars of which are gf\ 
the following schedule :— 

SCHEDULE 

: 11] 
V'S® 

ation) 
/tn in 

Sl.No. Licences No. Grant Date Name & Address of the Party Title of the Standard IS No. Part Sec. 

Year 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 

(9) 

1. 3765576 21-11-2011 M/s. Hello Beverages, Packaged Drinking Water 14543 — 

11, Ground Floor, Marol Naka, (Other than Packaged 

Chimatpada Road, Andheri(E) Natural Mineral Water) 

Mumbai-400 059 

>004 

1 . , , 1, ; 1 >" ■ . + m v ' • >1 [|^l« l <♦" »«l^l 





[^mii 

-W*s 3(ii)] 

mn Tram :f<^i io, 2 on/^^!^ u i 19,1933 
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(i) 

(2) (3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) (7) 

(8) (9) 

2. 

3771672 21-11-2011 

M/s. Swadeshi Consumer 

Packaged Drinking Water 

14543 — 

— 2004 



Products, 

(Other than Packaged 





GateNo. 334/1, Mahalpatne, 

Tal: Deola, Distt. Nashik-423102 

Natural Mineral Water) 



3 . 

3775175 21-11-2011 

Gemini Concrete Works, 

Precast Concrete Pipes 

458 — 

— 2003 



Survey No. 55/1/2, 

(With and without 





Village Asanas, 

P.O. Pilsai, Wada 

Distt Thane-401 303 

Reinforcement) 



4. 

3777684 21-11-2011 

Spareage Seals Limited, 

V-belts - Endless 

2494 1 

— 1994 



S.NO: 50/l-2-3-b/2b, 

V-belts for Industrial 





At: Village Dahivali, 

Purposes-Part 1 -General 





Tal: Khalapur, 

Distt. Raigad-401 203 

Purpose 




[No.: CMD/13 :11] 


DEV DUTTJHA, Scientist‘F’& Head 


5 ^ 77*^,2011 

^rr.;vn. 3533—(y^oH) 1988 4 <rr ^ 7 -ftnn (5) ^ nrcntenHnr 

0 $ T^gro 37f*J7jfafJ ■^>T?TT t fa fat cTTfTM ^ fwi nfa 37jtjfa 3 faj fa t, 3 f^rhfKi nn fa[ fa t :— 


3T5^ 


sftr eTT^rr w&r 

^ fat 

rlT^Wfalt fa 

nRcitn MH=F fa 

*TT m W] 

375. M 



fa*7, 

TR ^ T TcTT 

?frfa 



a) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) (7) 

(8) (9) 

l. 

3732864 

19-10-2011 



14543 

2004 




fa. 77. 340/28, 

(^fafafacffafa 






^faFTfa 1-3-95/1 3 7, 

f*T=rTcn ^ 37fafa) 






xnr 33R -qTft nttm, 







fafafa faelT fafaft, 











2. 

3773878 

15-11-2011 

STfaT 7t77 fa fafa, 


13152 01 

1991 




fafe nft-45, 

-[cfafa faT-1 






fa737l£5t7fl fafa fa?J3l, 







f^tcTT , 







*1g17fa-431 136 




3. 

3773373 

15-11-2011 

37lfa irertfeW fafa, 

ffaTTS 447fa7-r«HfaT 

14151 02 

2008 




fafofa,77. fa 25, ns 77. 84, 







‘Tt'faflfa,fafa77 43-47, 

far 2 W5f fatfa 






fa7377fat7ft fafafi ^ nra 

facfaffarN fay 




fa 73F7nj7, f^T^TT x R^T CT ft, 


fafafa-431 401 
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[Pari II— Sir.3(i )| 

O) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

( 6 ) (7) ( 8 ) ( 3 ) 

4. 3739373 

2-11-2011 

RfdH T7? 'HpcH Tin xrg- 

Ml 

14543 2004 



198/31*, 










faRT TRTTCT, R?TO^-415523 

33RMT) - fafrrfV 


5. 3774375 

4-11-2011 



14543 20<>t 



TIFT RxJRH 7T. 638, T-ft. T**J. 





i. 888,^ncTtqi^zt, 





Ttrg^i 

3Rirai) - m^z 




Fw> 





RFRT*?-4I6007 



6. 3715359 

10-<0-201 1 



14543 2004 



117, WoiTte, 

( yi^Pd'ti 





fir-TRT <£ 




cfT^pTr 

3TRRT) - 









^1^-411 021 



7. 3732662 

18-11-2011 

31^331, 


14543 2004 



iRTT. 63, 

( 3JT<f>fcRi 





Pl-lTd ^ 




f^rfcdl ^TleRl, 

3iRrai) - 




R?TO^-43I504 



8. 1740560 

22-11-2011 



14543 2004 



9, 10, 





3H?Tl clH^bl JSlI'i 

1S!R <£ 





3Rfliq|) - fqftlfe 




f^TcTT 7TTHTJ7, 





*T^Kl^-413 401 







[33. : 11] 




TpT. ITT^, ‘ipT* TT^ 


New Delhi, the 5th December, 2011 

S. O. 3533.—In pursuance of sub-regulation (5) of the regulation 4 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 
Regulations 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies the grant of licences particulars of which are given in 
the following schedule :— 

SCHEDULE 


SI. No. Licences No. Grant Date Name & Address of the Party Title of the Standard IS No. Part Sec. Year 

0 ) ( 2 ) _£)_(4)_(5)_ (6) (7) (8) (9) 

l 3732864 19-10-2011 Ramsnehi Industries, Packaged Drinking Water 14543 -- — 2004 

S. No. 340/28, (Other than Packaged 

Shop No. 1-3-95/1 to 7, Natural Mineral Water) 

M. R. Mantri Complex Manwat, 

District Parbhani, Maharashtra 


i • \ i 





[ W\ II—71^ 3(ii)] 


wra : 10, 2011/3iwm 19, 1933 
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(I) (2) 

2. 3773878 


3. 3773373 


4. 3739373 


5. 3774375 


6 . 3715359 


7. 3732662 


8 . 3740560 


(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) (7) 

(8) (9) 

15-11-2011 

Ajanta Press & Mechanical 
Works Plot No. B-45 
MIDCAreaWaluj 

District Aurangabad 
Maharashtra-431136 

Solid bio-mass chulha- 
Specification Part 1- 
Portable (metallic) 

13152 01 

— 1991 

15-11-2011 

Arts Watermatics Pvt Ltd 

Sr. No. 25, Gut No. 84 

Block‘D\Plot No. 43-47 

Near MIDC Parbhani 

At Khanapur 

District Parbhani 
Maharashtra-431401 

Irrigation Equipment- 
Sprinkler Pipes- 
Specification-Part 2 : 
Quick Coupled 
Polyethylene Pipes 

14151 02 

2008 

2 -11-2011 

Sachin & Sachin Agro Foods 
And Beverages Sr. No. 198/3 A 
Vidani Taluka Phaltan 

District Satara 

Maharashtra-415523 

Packaged drinking water 
(Other than packaged 
natural mineral water)- 
Specification 

14543 

— 2004 

4^11 2011 

Larsons Food & Beverages 
GrampanchayatNo. 638 
C.S.No.888 

KalambhaTarf T 

Taluka Karveer 

District Kolhapur 

Maharashtra-416007 

Packaged drinking water 
(Other than packaged 
natural mineral water)- 
Specification 

14543 

2004 

10 -10-2011 

Growell Services 

117, Pashan Road 

Parijat Society 

Taluka Mulshi 

District Pune 

Maharashtra-411021 

Packaged drinking water 
(Other than packaged 
natural mineral water)- 
Specification 

14543 . 

-- 2004 

18-11-2011 

Shri Venkatesh Aquva 

Gut No. 63 Georai 

Taluka Mantha 

District Jalna 

Maharashtra-431504 

Packaged drinking water 
(Other than packaged 
natural mineral water)- 
Specification 

14543 

2004 

22 -11-2011 

Yogesh Industries 

Plot No. 9,10 

Barshi Taluka Udyog Vikas Co- 
Op Society Ltd., Barshi 

District Solapur 

Maharashtra-431401 

Packaged drinking water 
(Other than packaged 
natural mineral water)- 
Specification 

14543 

2004 


| No. CMD/13 : 11J 
B. M. HANEF1, Scientist F' & Head 


5 Ryafi, 2011 

^T.3TT. 3534.—T3FR? ®zjTt (W^H) 1988 ^ f^tW! 5 ^ SqfafWF (6) ^ 3FJFTn7T 4 'HKdlq HH=h 

•nrrgrn a#Rjf^fW ^TTcTT t % f^FT fa«K u l ^1^ ^Ft 3IF1 sviM T? <ik1(si 3 ^ IV-d W t :— 





8952 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER 10, 2011/AGRAHAYANA 19,1933 [Part II—Si 

=C- 3(ii)] 

3^ 


dl^'H FRsR RR RTO W?#T ^ SRpfa ^ 3 /^vR T? 'F 

K R RRT W*r& RTCcfa TTRR7 R7T tfHR> 


(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 


1. 7006047 R7RT5T m fo. RRT sHt ^ tHR 11-11-2C 

SRF =f)tViiq nTd*n UT. fa. knilW* RRftPT 

22PI, TSRRTtTt ’TRI7231 : 1994 

faRT ]pt 

WT*?-411014 

11 

[u iftTpT^t/i: 
Rt. TTR. Ffaf, %rpRT‘TTcp’ ^ 

New Delhi, the 5th December, 2011 

S.0.3534—In pursuance of sub-regulation (6) of the regulation 5 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certifi 
Regulations 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies that the licences particulars of which are given 
have been cancelled/suspended with effect from the date indicated against each : 

SCHEDULE 

J : 13] 
3 3T3*3 

:ation) 
i below 

SI. No. Licence No. Name and Address of the Article/Process with relevant Indian Date of 

CM/L' Licensee Standards covered by the licence Cancellati 

cancelled/suspension 

ion 

(1) ( 2 ) 0 ) (4) (5) 


1 7006047 Commander Watertech Pvt. Ltd. Plastic flushing cisterns for water 11-11-201 ] 

C/o Koregaon Polymer Pvt. Ltd. closets and urinals 

22/A, Vadgaon Sheri IS 7231:1994 

District Pune 

1 


Maharashtra-411014 


2011 


[No. CMD/1 


3:13] 


B. M. HANEEF, 


Scientist F & 


Head 


^T.OT. 3535.—RFW (3WNH) Wm, 1988 ^ 4 ^ ~ 5s f d ' qM (5) ^ 3 «H#1 

^Tl l<d«v5KI srfsRjf^tT 3R?IT t t^R ^ 3pJ7jR[ R fRTJ 7R f, cf RJ^i'd RR f : 




#w*t 


RTR cil$d<H ^<341 

Tt TfrqFT/TTc^r 

fdfa 


RRdk HIH4. 4.1 


HFT 3^. 


(!) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) ~ 

(7) (8) 

(9) 

01. L-9893821 

01-11-2011 

114,7^ 7, 
3TIfiTiRt TTT^TC, 
11^-122050 
(gfaii»n) 

250 tfel 

RtrHRl Rfa 3fa 16 TpfcR 
RRT =Ft tfel mtz Rfa t R t T 
fans 

1293 


2005 





[*tFTII—ms 3(ii)] 


10, 2011/3Rlfm 19,1933 
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(1) (2) (3) (4) _(5)_ (6) (7) (8) (9) 

02. L-9894924 03-11-2011 A fiTO 14543 — — 2004 

gut 26,mfHt , f. 27, (ft«*>^*K vii<j>Rt4) 

g. t 3 (8-0), ftFTCct ^ ^ 31^1) 

4(8-0), 6/2(6-10), 7(8-0), 

8/1(4-16), 14(8-0), 
i flV 3. 109, *iM •ncil'il 

aw. 

nscflci ^ fm i pO<\i«ii < (, 

(sRrnii) 


03. L-9897728 

03-11-2011 

A, ^vlRichf fa,, 

42 Tsfa, 

Tfe, 

T£TQ/3 10, 
aiSlJOlcs, 

(^ftmn) 

«imm fotenff 
tem 

303 

— 1989 

04. Lr9897829 

03-11-2011 

A 3frrf7R>T 3R fa, 

42 4i M,H wli, 

Rcrvft ite, 

t(^ 10,^T^R%^, 
«W5W, f^etT-f^R 
(sfromt) 


1659 — 

— 2004 

05. L-9897122 

17-11-2011 

■ft. ici)ld4H fa, 

v<riTe ^T. 84 ^ Wlft, 
A&X25, 

facn :'biters -121005 
(?ftmn) 

f\ A r\ ■ \r. 

4>q<n 1100 

cf«n ^f>t ch}4<^i0 

qW&OI 

1554 — 

\ 5 

06. 1^9897223 

17-11-2011 

■ft. icflfihw tel, 

•'cite A 84 H TTRft, 

■foe* 25, 

tetctt t'Rtera^-121005 

(#n) 

MlqUti 

foct iioo^tee<w 
ct«3T Tri%<! 
qVd^i ^ fal 

694 — 

— \O90 

07.Lr9897425 

17-11-2011 

•ft. 

fofe 84 3# TTPte, 
foe* 25, 

tetcn j-qtrteraK-121005 
(Fftmn) 

ixfaz dmy;sr^.37T^ftc! 
ctl«fcT 1100 ^ffer'c’RT 

7098 1 

— 1988 


[U #*H€*~13 :11 ] 

in}. %lfo* ‘HF’ T& 3P5® (9^ ait) 


New Delhi, the 7th December, 2011 

S. 0.3535.—In pursuance of sub-regulation (5) of the regulation 4 of the Bureau of Indian Standards (Certification) 
Regulations 1988, of the Bureau of Indian Standards, hereby notifies the grant of licences particulars of which are given li¬ 
the following schedule:— 

4330 GI/2011—8 









[RIRII—TaP^ 3(ii)] 


RRR RR WTR : 10, 201 l/SRTCRrR 19, 1933 
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(1) (2) _ (3) _ ( 4 ) _©_ (6) (7) (8) (9) 

7. L-9897425 17-11-2011 M/s Elkay Telelinks Ltd. Crosslinked ployethylene 7098 1 — 1988 

Opp. PlotNo. 84, Sector-25, insulated PVC sheathed 
Distt: Faridabad-121005 cables Pt. 1 for working 

Haryana voltage upto 

and including 1100V 

[No.: CMD/13:11] 
M. SADASIVAM, Scientist *F’ & Head(FDO) 

30 R«RR*, 2011 

RR.OT. 3536 . —7RRRT 3 UlffaRi' fa RRRTR <£ RR. 3n. 2183 fRRRF 16-8-2010, l#j^R RR.3R. 

2053tRRTRM-8-2011,SRI'd?lfaRR sfaigfRR Ml^dlTH! ('fa3RRRlR 3rft?R>R RR iTsfa) 3IMRRR, 1962 ( 1962 RR 50) 
3^filPi«lH Risi ’flifal) R>t RRt 3(1)^ 3Rfa srftRjqRT MR>if*lq RR, TRR *l'sl (RRIR RRq R) ^ 
(RfCRTRI RPR 3) RRI, fafaRR ^ 'ifafH ^ fa* fsJ^R falffalR RTPllfad feffe SRT'Rft Rft RR MR 
RRRR pRSTRVt MfntljR! TRRRSl R RSIJRK falfaRR ” Rl RT3RR R' RRR RfarjRRT ^ RRTR ^ Rfafa 

ttlMW fat'd 7PR t? Rit ^Th t[ R> 3fa«b|< Rl 3Ffa r! 3T9^ RI^TR R^t Rit sft, 

3iflT, ■S'W Rfa*|d*ti Ril RfRRl ' 3 l*1dl RJt ffafa 20-10-2011 Rd <s9ci®M '♦>0 Rt R^ Rf, 

3?lT, d«ni 3lrftjR4H R>t RRI 6 R>t SWKI ( 1) R> STJRRJl RRR RlfRRRTl ^ R>-sfa RTRR7 Rd 3TRT1 ftnli ^ St ^ I 

3ffa tk«hi< %"3RR RmUrT ffa^Rfa R> SlffapRI ^ RRHS ^ 49 *A , i RR RftlRRI RR-1 

RR fRTRT ^ I 

1 

3Rf: RR, fafa RTRRT RRR RfvfRRRjfa WR 6 RTt RRRKI (1) SIR RRR yrfRRRI RR 9919 Rfa farm RRRt t fRT TR 
3lftRj^RT ^ ^9N<S 31'^Rl t? faPiF^i *faWi IhT^RRI^R fq»l3 R> d9Rbi RR RlfRRRT RfSlR f%F^TT '^srRTT i? I 

sfa ^#9 RT^R 3RH 3tM=RTR ^ «ntf 6 WIRT (4) SRI TTSR #RRlf RR RRRI RR^ ^ Rf f^STl ^cft t fR> 

'jpl ’39RpI RR Slft^TR RRRRt R Pifen pld °l-dl9 RRl ft^RTRt ^ ?l c h< 'hTsR.Iit’l RlI^I^s 

Ptf^d RRTI I 




WRtrl :RN^I 

f^TT 

: tlfd+ 


TRR 

: *U9I«II 


jFR rN RR R1R 


TJRTfte 

RRTR/%rfI 


«hrfR=i 



Rt59T 

RT31T 

WI 
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MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND NATURAL GAS 
New Delhi, the 30th November, 2011 

S.O. 3536 . —Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas, published in the Gazette oflndia vide number S.O. 2183 dated the 16th August, 2010 and in subsequently 
amended vide S0.2053 dated the 4th August, 2011, issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), the Central 
Government declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this 
notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transportation of Petroleum Products from Raman Mandi in the State 
of Punjab to Bahadurgarh in the State of Haryana by the Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited for implementing the 
“GGSR Products Evacuation Project pipeline from Raman Mandi to Bahadurgarh’* in Tehsil Sampla, District Rohiak, in 
Haryana State; 

And whereas, copies of the said gazette notification were made available to the public on 20-10-2011. 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, has submitted his 
report to the Central Government. 

And whereas, the Central Government after considering the said report is satisfied that the right of user in the land 
specified in the Schedule appended to this notification should be acquired; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the land specified in the Schedule appended to this notification is 
acquired; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the right of users in the said land shall instead of vesting in the Central GovemmentJ vest 
from the date of publication of this declaration, in the Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited free from all encumbra ices. 

SCHEDULE 

Tehsil: Sampla District: Rohtak State: Haryana 


SL Name of the Village Hadbast. Mustatil Khasra/ Area 



20 00 01 01 

[F. No. R-31015/5/2009-0,R|-ll] 
LAL CHHANDAMA, Under sicy. 
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^ 9 2011 

g»r. 3 ir. 3537 .—rtrt mm 3 sfa Tsrf^r ww=r (*jfa k 3 R*?kr ^ 

3lfRR>R R>1 arsfr) srfvPi^H, 1962 (1962 R>1 50) (f^lfl 3tfqfRRR 9>£I 

~m t) Rft siKi 3 Rft ^r-rtci (i) ^ 3i#r ^rct Rft r| ma rrfr sfk 

«i^>Rr> fa rrtc-rt^ srffaxnr wn rti. sn. 3008, Rifte 3 Rum*, 2010 siR-sRafa 

^rt 3 3737 ^ 3 fapfe *jfa -%, k* ^ rri fa^^isr-fa^-fa^ 

MUPdlVl <& ^f*RR x ^iz ^ fa ^ fafaR ffatf "4’ ^l^tasTir RR? yi<$ffa fa ^ qfor?R 
^ fa* fak IfafafkRR sri ww kR$rk ^ 

wfrm $ fa* wfa ^ 3ifw^ <r 3i#i <£ far afa sm Rft famr ^ «ft ; 

3fa 3<«1 <|'»I99 srfij^Hl R>t TlfiRJT 'Jj'ldl Rft TTlfa? 22 ^p, 2011 3TRRT ^ 

rrt Rt «ff; 

afa RI?RRI?R $ RRR 3 WM RTt sift 3 37lfa RPR 13U t; 

afa R**1R Tnfwft 3, afafWI <fct RRJ 6 R?t RR-RRT (1) ^ 3**fa RRR RRFR 

3PRt ffa£ ^ ^ t; 

37 k, «riRf 7 r=fr -}, - 3^1 fate rt ffaR Rfa ^ sik r? rrrir Rte rt fa 
Rl^RRIfR ^ faj afa$R t, Rfaf '3 T RT^ T T ^ 3#R7R «R 3 rN Rrt fafR5[RR 

faRT t; 

3R:, 37R, RRR 77R77R, RRR 3lfafaTO R>t RR1 6 R>t RR-RKT (l) SRMJRR ?lfafa RH 
Rfa 7*fa R? RlW RRcft t ?R 3#RJpRt ^ W?f 3TJ?Jpt fRp'ff^M ^jfR R‘ 
4WI$H ^ 3RRW ^ 3lf%R»R RJT 3^f tRRTT RffifT t; 

37k, RTRT R7R7R, ^RT 37fVfRRR R7> RRT 6 R?t ‘3R-RRT (4) gRT 3RR VrkklRT RTT RRR 
RRd ^ RF f^ ^cft t iRT 3R?T ’jfk ^ wfa RR 3#4R?R RTW <£ WT?FT RTt rTlffe 
k RRcf RTcFR k' ^ R^TR, RRt fRroRTRf k *fFf, ^FR^RT 

k 1 r%r ?kn 1 
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New Delhi, the 9th December, 2011 

S.O. 3537, —Whereas by notification of Government of India in Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas, number S.O. 3008 dated 03 rd December,2010 , issued under sub-section (1) of Season 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962flp0iof 
1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), Government of India declared its intention to acquire 
the Right of User in the land, specified in the Schedule appended to that notification for the purpose 
of laying Chennai - Tuticorin gas pipeline for transportation of natural gas from terminal point of 
Vijayawada - Nellore - Chennai pipeline near Tiruttani in Tamil Nadu by M/s Relogistics 
Infrastructure Limited to consumers in various parts of the country ; 

And whereas, the copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to the public on or 
before 2 - ^NncV 2011 ; 

And whereas, no objections were received from the public to the laying of the pipeline; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has, under sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, 
submitted report to the Government of India; 

And whereas. Government of India, after considering the said report and on being satisfied that the 
said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire the Right of User therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, 
Government of India hereby declares that the Right of User in the land, specified in the Schedule, 
appended to this notification, is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, 
Government of India hereby directs that the Right of User in the said land for laying the pipeline 
shall, instead of vesting in Government of India, vest on the date of publication of the declaration, in 
M/s Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, free from all encumbrances 






.-MP 
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Schedule 


Taluk: Nila kottai 

District: Dindigul 

State:Tamil Nadu 


Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division No. 

Area to be acquired for (^Ol) 



Hec 

Are 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 ) Pallapatti 

31/1C 

00 

01 

42 


31/ID 

00 

03 

54 


31/1E 

00 

03 

61 


31/IF 

00 

01 

32 


[F. No. L-14014/94 /ICMjP. ] 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 


Pkril, 9 fknaT, 2011 

a*. 3TT. 3538.—nTTd k, kkifeaM kk ’dfed k dd#! a> 3ltel T dd -3R^) 

1962 (1962 ^ 50) «ITTT 3^i[^T-£lTTI (1) £ rkFRTTlk 

# d# “IRd ddaF 7 k> kkfedd #f % kdffid 3T 3lfe^aaT #51 a>I.3TT. 3007 aiTRa C 3 fekd 7 

2010 5RI3d 3lkl^cRT % k^Fd 3grjjdT k fefefed ^jfk k, dftkHls k fa^d'dl d> did fWl^l - dR? 
MlgMtilg d % nfeltf taig^ k k$!T % faffed %# k dafeadife ad3 y|ififad> % a> feklFa $> fea; fefe 
kklfddfedd feklks SKI fedg - ^'ilklffa yi^ytflgM fatflk % aidfe-T % fkiU, jy<4l J t % 3rfkdiR 351 

3ifeT and % 3FH 3IT§Td =ft few eft fe ; 

kfeddd TRWSlffe^ani fei feM dddl dk dlWO^tfe^S^R. 2 011 fef 3iW 3M fa dd^a dRI fe 

dg fe ; 


#T, dlgWHgd IW( % kfel k SJddT fef 3TI 7 k dkk 3n$fa dFd dfe F3d % ; 

2 k 7 gifag^k k saa 3#nfen fer «ft 6 fer ^r-aw (1) fe fefer ^ w an siw a fe"$; 

ak, ana' aranr a, aaa kfek a 7 fadi 7 ank a> a^ma; kk as fep: kr ark a 7 fe 'saa dfe aigaaisn ffefer fe 
fen feifea % nnk 35#r % fekan 7 an 3ife? ana ad fafafeaa fear % ; 

3nr:, 3id,arnraw,naa skfekaa fer ara 6^r3a-aFT (i)FTndadTfekafeanwnann§n,nFfew 
ankr% fe ga sfa^adi k kn snjjfe k fafkfec?: ffk k aigaaign facfer fe fen -safe 7 : fe Sifaan 7 an ska 
feds' THdi %; 

sir 7 ; anaamn 7 ,add sifafadd fei dpi 5fer3d-ard (4) jn^naarufadfe an wnanagn, a* rkfenafe 
k fe 3 aa ijik k ^aata an srfean 7 gn annar fe yanun an arfen k npcf w^f k fkfea kid k aarn, akr fewaki 
k aaa, aad kkifeafecPT gaBraraa 7 ferkk= k Hfea krai ! 
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New Delhi, the 9th December, 2011 

S. O. 3538, — Whereas by notification of Government of India in Ministry of Petroleum ana 
Natural Gas, number S.O. 3007 dated 03 rd Decern ber.2 OK) , issued under sub-section ( 'i) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Pjght of User m Land) Act. i96_ (: 0 
1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), Government oi India declared its intention to acquire 
the Right of User in the land, specified in the Schedule appended to that notification tor die pm-" vm; 
of laying Chennai - Tuticorin gas pipeline for transportation of natural gas fro a ico-unu) - on;: o; 
Vijayawada - Nellore - Chennai pipeline near Tiruttam in Tamil Nadu by ivRs Rtaq::sues 
Infrastructure Limited to consumers in various parts oi the country : 


And whereas, the copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to the public on or 
before OXMcL No>»-vJbftN> 2011; 

And whereas, no objections were received from the public to the laying of the pipeline; 

/And whereas, the Competent Authority has, under sub-scction (1) of Section o of the »aid Act. 
submitted report to the Government of India; 

And whereas. Government of India, after considering the said report and oil being satisfied that the 
said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire the Right oi User therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) cf Sechin 6 oi the x:?,* • 
Government of India hereby declares that the Right of User m the land, specified m me :%c he 
appended to this notification, is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline. 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) oi Section U c> the miki < 
Government of India hereby directs that the Right oi User in the said 'and Av Aiyng tuc pips-une 
shall, instead of vesting in Government of India, vest on the date oi p fou. : m tr.e u^e:ar»uo..<. 

M/s Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, free from all encumbrances 
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1200 /ID 

00 

00 

48 

1200/1C 

00 

00 

93 

1200 /1B 

00 

15 

52 

1200/2C 

00 

00 

31 

1200 /2D 

00 

04 

18 

1199/3 

00 

01 

93 

1199/2C 

00 

14 

73 

1197/1 

00 

09 

78 

1197/3 

00 

00 

91 

1197/4 

00 

02 

17 

1197/5 

00 

01 

64 

1198/1 

00 

03 

03 

1198/2 

00 

05 

88 

1198/3 

00 

19 

64 

1172 

00 

32 

94 

1175 

00 

13 

40 

1174 

00 

00 

96 

1354 

00 

02 

88 

1375 

00 

09 

09 

745 

00 

00 

92 

60/1 

00 

00 

49 

725/2 

00 

50 

87 

1176/1 

00 

77 

57 

1169/1 

00 

47 

55 

1347/1A 

00 

04 

65 

1347/IE 

00 

05 

50 

1347/IF 

00 

04 

70 

1347/1G 

00 

05 

61 

1347,2A 

00 

05 

10 

1345/2C 

00 

00 

13 

1345 '2D 

00 

00 

72 

1345/2E 

00 

03 

57 



4330 GI/2011—10 
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“• , V I ,• • ■---1---—2- 

1 3 

1 4 

1 5 

□ 

J Alambadi (ConldJ 1345/2F 

00 

03 

22 


1362/1B 

00 

15 

62 


1362/1A 

00 

00 

87 


1362/1C 

00 

04 

86 


1362/1D 

00 

04 

59 


1362/IE 

00 

04 

61 


1362/2A 

00 

11 

13 


1362/2B 

00 

07 

56 


1362/2C 

00 

08 

55 


1353/1 

00 

17 

61 


1353/2 

00 

23 

01 


1353/3 

00 

06 

78 


1355/6A . 

00 

02 

88 


1355/5A 

00 

02 

14 


1355/4A 

00 

00 

10 


1355/4B 

00 

00 

88 


J355/5B 

00 

02 

56 


1355/6B 

00 

01 

72 


1355/6C 

00 

02 

06 


1355/6D 

00 

02 

02 


1355/4C . , , 

00 

02 

79 


1355/5C 

00 

01 

52 


1355/5D 

00 

03 

83 


1356/1 

00 

12 

51 


1356/5 

00 

04 

47 


1356/6 

00 

06 

40 


1356/11 

00 

05 

76 


1356/10 

00 

05 

97 


1356/15A 

00 

11 

50 


1356/16 

00 

14 

19 


1362/1 

00 

00 

25 


1362/2 

00 

32 

58 


1362/4 

00 

00 

10 


1362/5 

00 

02 

06 


1362/6 

00 

03 

39 


1362/7 

00 

02 

18 


1363/1 

00 

03 

30 


1363/2 

00 

05 

36 


1376/5 

00 

00 

11 


1376/4 

00 

08 

08 


1377/4 

00 

30 

25 


1374/1 

00 

01 

03 
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L 1 


1 ~H 

._J _ 3 — 

1 : ,r 

5 

t ) Alambadi (Contd) 


1378/1 

00 

01 

41 



1378/2 

00 

01 

94 



1378/3 

00 

02 

44 



1378/4 

00 

03 

96 



1378/5 

00 

03 

44 



1378/6 

00 

01 

72 



1378/7 

00 

03 

88 



1378/8 

00 

03 

85 



1378/9 

00 

02 

93 



1379/4 

00 

01 

13 



1382/1A 

00 

08 

35 



1382/IB 

00 

02 

10 



1382/2A 

00 

00 

85 



1382/2B 

00 

00 

31 



1382/2F 

00 

06 

38 



1382/3 

00 

04 

19 



1382/4 

00 

03 

48 



13S2/8A 

00 

15 

40 



1386/1 

00 

49 

53 



1427/1A 

00 

or 

63 



1427/IB 

00 

06 

16 



1427/1C 

00 

06 

OC 



1427/1D 

00 

07 

14 



1427/IE 

00 

09 

67 



1427/IF ; 

00 

10 

55 



1427/2 

00 

42 

20 



1346/3 

00 

07 

11 



1346/1 

00 

00 

26 



1346/2 

00 

03 

05 



1346/4 

DC 

03 

30 



1346/5 

00 

03 

70 



1346/6 

00 

01 

38 

j Taluk: Athoor 


bistrict:Dhidigui 

StateifsmU Nadu 


i ) Pithaiaipaui 


1/1 

00 

67 

03 



8/2A 

00 

24 

00 



3/2 B 

00 

28 

01 



8/3 

00 

02 

29 



8/4 

00 

28 

21 



8/5 

00 

00 

81 



23/5 

00 

19 

55 



7/1 

00 

12 

97 



23/3 

00 

09 

54 



24/2 A 

00 

46 

08 
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L-’* - 

2 

1 3 

! 4 

5 

H Pilhalaspaiti (CoiiiU) 

30/5 

00 

11 

25 


30/4 

00 

00 

15 


31/i 

00 

06 

80 


31/2 

00 

07 

77 


28/1 

CO 

05 

61 


28/2 

00 

04 

08 


28/3 

00 

04 

00 


2 8/4 A 

00 

02 

09 


28/4B 

00 

10 

15 


2 8/5 A 

00 

06 

00 


28/5 B 

00 

04 

00 


28/6 

00 

02 

71 


27/1 

00 

08 

58 


27/2 

00 

03 

31 


26/1 

00 

04 

65 


26/2 A 

00 

02 

93 


147/2 A 

00 

09 

32 


147/2B 

00 

10 

48 


I47/2C 

00 

09 

92 


148/1B 

00 

01 

08 


148/1A 

00 

06 

19 


152/1 

00 

03 

72 


152/2 

00 

16 

28 


152/3 

00 

09 

25 


152/4 

00 

10 

26 


154 

00 

01 

42 


151/1 

00 

02 

91 


163/1A 

00 

05 

21 


153/2B2 

00 

00 

10 


153/2B1 

00 

00 

32 


153/2B3 

00 

03 

01 


153/2 A 

00 

00 

10 


153/1 

00 

00 

10 

2 ) Vakkampatti 

IS 

00 

29 

00 


11/1 

00 

07 

59 


11/2 

00 

02 

43 


11/3 

00 

02 

93 


11/5 

00 

00 

68 


11/6 

00 

00 

18 


28 

00 

11 

56 


47/1 

00 

06 

92 


47/2A 

00 

03 

76 
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i_ 


I 


Vakkampatti (Comd) 


47/2B 

00 

03 

33 

47/4 A 

00 

04 

00 

47/4B1 

00 

CO 

47 

47/4B2 

00 

03 

17 

47/5B1 

00 

03 

90 

47/5B2 

00 

04 

21 

47/7B 

00 

03 

44 

47/8 

00 

02 

77 

47/1 IB 

00 

03 

21 

47/12 

00 

03 

38 

47/14 A 

00 

05 

58 

47/14B 

00 

05 

06 

51 /1 

00 

01 

21 

52/1C 

00 

02 

39 

52/2 

00 

01 

68 

51/3 

00 

01 

08 

51/5 

00 

02 

06 

80/1 

00 

03 

73 

80/2 

00 

01 

01 

80/4 

00 

00 

39 

80/7A 

00 

06 

89 

80/7B 

00 

08 

25 

80/7C 

00 

06 

~ / 

80/9 

00 

04 

92 

80/12 

00 

04 

66 

80/14 

00 

02 

05 

80/16 

00 

02 

06 

80/15F 

00 

02 

16 

80/15H 

00 

02 

22 

80/22 

00 

01 

27 

80/23 

00 

09 

14 

78/2C 

00 

00 

22 

78/7 

00 

02 

09 

78/8B 

00 

04 

33 

83/2A 

00 

11 

77 

83/2B 

00 

00 

10 

83/2C 

00 

05 

07 

83/2F 

00 

00 

96 

83/2G 

00 

02 

29 

83/21 

00 

03 

21 

83/2L 

00 

01 

69 

83/3 

00 

11 

63 
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\ i 

_ I- - 2. 

\ 3 

"I 4 - 

t 5 

2 ) Vakkampatti (Contd) 

83/5 

00 

03 

64 


8 7/4 A 

00 

03 

75 


8 7/5 A 

00 

05 

30 


87/5B 

00 

05 

59 


87/5C 

00 

01 

14 


87/5 D 

00 

05 

05 


87/5F 

CO 

02 

86 


87/5E 

00 

01 

93 


87/5G 

00 

01 

55 


87/6 

00 

01 

95 


85 

00 

07 

42 


97/2 

00 

08 

19 


97/5C 

00 

06 

66 


97/5D 

00 

02 

93 


97/9A 

00 

01 

79 


97/9B 

00 

02 

34 


97/10 

00 

02 

96 


97/11A 

00 

00 

86 


97/5B 

00 

00 

10 


97/6B 

00 

01 

76 


97/8B 

00 

00 

41 


97/6A 

00 

04 

57 


97/8A 

00 

10 

48 


98 

00 

14 

34 


99/10 

00 

03 

13 


99/12A 

00 

02 

93 


99/12B 

00 

02 

19 


108 

00 

11 

75 


14/2 A 

00 

00 

10 


14/2B1 

00 

19 

89 


14/2B2 

00 

25 

11 


13/1 

00 

05 

05 


13/2A 

00 

30 

12 


12/2 

00 

09 

61 


12/3 A 

00 

02 

91 


12/3B 

00 

02 

78 


12/3C 

00 

02 

58 


49/1 

00 

03 

98 


49/2A 

00 

08 

08 


49/2B 

00 

00 

62 


49/2C 

00 

02 

00 


49/2D 

00 

09 

33 
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_1 

Vakkampulli (Conte!) 


H 

r 

2 


1 3 


~r^—i 

56/2B1 



00 

05 

96 

56/3 AI 



00 

00 

44 

5 6/4 A 



00 

00 

28 

56/43 



00 

02 

44 

56/33 



00 

06 

55 

56/4C 



CO 

00 

80 

5S/6A2 



00 

02 

05 

56/cB 



00 

0! 

29 

56/ JO 



00 

09 

04 

56/9 



00 

03 

85 

58/i A 



00 

01 

53 

53/3 



00 

1 ! 

73 

86/3 



00 

06 

.• -t 

8c/4 



00 

v;o 

o 

86/5 



Go 

05 

S3 

Cj5/A!1 



/V s - 



O0? OiJ 



OF 

■'- 

’••' * 

86/8 



00 

U.i 

j.' 

49/2 ii 



cfO 

0; 

n .- 

D 8/ \ o 



v^. 

Oo 

00 

6; 





[¥. No/L 

14014/94/10-GR 


A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 


9 f^RMR, 2011 

w. 3TT. 3539. —Wer FRF F FdlfHFF m qi=WtiT3F F 3WT k W$W R 5HR) FT^lftR, 
1962 (1962 ^[50) (faF gFFv FRFRT FfSlftFF cSfF W?) kl FFT 3 kl R-FFf (1) k FFIF FFT 
cRT FS qp?f FRF k 3TF RgFR % FF1FF kl 3lfF>JFFT #! 351.311. 3005 RFs 03 FFR. 

2 0 1 0 SFT FF FfF’JFFT F FRF 3RJFT F F|[f}^ '‘jft F. 

k zfifaF Rf? f k fmr f RwrTFT r wrr % % ffrf k iff fff 
fofifrfFfefF fRFRR 5FT iR? - icjilcbJpM qrgWTR FfSTF k R7IFF k IFF 7WI % 31TRF FTF 
•3ivii OAfI % 3T44 BTT^T^l 37T yr*t ,J ll 2JT ; 

ff, fff tw srftpjERT r giM ffft <£t ft% 2.8 ^0^2 011 ki fffi iff y-i wi ft 

ns m ; 

FF, mSIFISH fejff % FRT F FRFT kl FF F RS FTFF RF FTF *3Tf \; 

■ff. fff m^rtf n rf 3#fFtf r fft 6 fIt r-fft (1) k ffif fff rf ki ffft trf ? k t. : 

■3TF, FFF FRF %, RF fRF <F ftFF FFF k FTtHF HF R R FT FFT R fo RF 'fF qiRFTIF felF k 
f?TF 3TFT^T?T S, "iFF RFFT FT FfejFTF FF 3TFF FFF FF TFT^FFF fqR ?. ; 

•3tf:, m, fff frf, rf 3n£rftnF ki fft 6 ki r-fft (1 ) wi rf iiRR gg gwr sf , r 

gFFT% fk fF F WF FJ’JFT F ftnFT^ '*JTF F FFFFFF RFF k R7 TFFTF k 31FRF F3 ;TFF 

%FT FIFT 0 ; 

FF, FFF FRF, FFF STT^IFF ^1 FFT 6 cfF FT-FFT (4) £FT ¥FF J#R FF WI3FF fF. R TRCI RT 
I 3FF ^ F FWT R 3T^RF IF FIW k W&H k[ FFR^F FFF FRF F M?F R k FFTF. FFT ^RTFl 
F g3F, FFF f^HFfefF fRFFW: F f^l%rt FIFT I 
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** ret 


# i/m fefojw i- 


TFHI 


* 





68/1 

67/3* 

67/5? 

67/4?1 

67/4?2 

67/4* 

67/4* 

67/6* 

65/2 

64/2* 

64/2? 

64/6 

64/4 

64/5_ 


117/5* 

118/4* 

118/4? 

118/3? 

118/3* 

118/5? 
118/7? 
118/7* 
118/7* 

ii8/ef 

118/7* 

118/7? 
118/7?w 





^ Smi 
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. WT 11—73*5 3(ii)] 


i , ; 

1 ) (Puck) 


%fnTF5< ? T (=T=T) 



^trct tfjto : Rumt io, 2011/3^51^119,1933 


15/6* 
15/75 
15/10 
15/1 Itr 
15/1 l€t 
15/1 Itr 
15/12 
15/1 Itr 
2 O/Itt 
2 1/1 Itr 
20/1* 
20/1tr 
20/1* 

2 0 / 1 # 

21/3* 

2l/3u 

2 1 /5tJ 

21/ 5m 

24/1 

24/2 

24/8* 

24/8? 

24/3 

24/8* 

24/8to 

24/83TI? 

24/6* 

24/9? 

24/9* 

24/9tr 

23/5* 

2 3/5* 

23/5 i 

2 3/5jTT 

119/4 

119/5 

137/6?1 

137/6?2 

137/6* 

137/7F 

137/7* 

138/2* 


3 

4 

5 

00 

03 

80 

00 

03 

69 

00 

03 

15 

00 

00 

54 

00 

01 

20 

00 

02 

33 

00 

02 

35 

00 

01 

84 

00 

01 

04 

00 

05 

09 

00 

01 

10 

00 

01 

28 

00 

01 

53 

00 

03 

60 

00 

02 

77 

00 

06 

07 

00 

Oi 

23 

00 

01 

69 

00 

02 

13 

00 

01 

95 

00 

02 

07 

00 

01 

85 

00 

04 

80 

00 

00 

65 

00 

01 

45 

00 

01 

50 

00 

00 

91 

00 

03 

17 

00 

02 

96 

00 

03 

12 

00 

02 

00 

00 

05 

83 

00 

11 

01 

00 

09 

72 


00 

00 

27 

00 

02 

74 

00 

00 

14 

00 

09 

30 

00 

00 

10 

00 

03 

05 

00 

03 

95 

00 

05 

50 


4330 GI/2011—11 
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) j (nToT j 



138/2U 

00 

00 2 

138/2* 

00 

04 1 

138/2# 

00 

00 8 

138/3# 

00 

08 |8 

138/3u 

00 

05 9 

138/1 

00 

00 5 

138/7 

00 

06 2 

138/5 

00 

01 2 

138/6 

00 

02 5 

138/8 

00 

06 8 

138/1 Otr 

00 

01 2 

138/10# 

00 

01 ;5 

138/9 

00 

04 0 

138/4# 

00 

05 9 

7 6/4# 

00 

08 l 

7 6/4# 

00 

16 

76/41 _ 

_ 00 . 

20. 0 

PPT# 14014/100 



tt . mi 


New Delhi, the 9th December, 2011 

S. O. 3539.—Whereas by notification of Government of India in Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas, number S.O. 3005 dated 03rd December, 2010. issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 
1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), Government of India declared its intention to acquire 
the Right of User in the land, specified in the Schedule appended to that notification for the purpose 
of laying Chennai - Tuticorin gas pipeline for transportation of natural gas from terminal point of 
Vijayawada - Nell ore - Chennai pipeline near Tiruttani in Tamil Nadu by M/s Relogistics 
Infrasti ucture Limited to consumers in various parts of the country ; 

And whereas, the copies of the said Gazette notification were made available to the public on or 
before 2.8"^) U"uAy, 2011; 

And whereas, no objections were received from the public to the laying of the pipeline.; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has, under sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the saild Act, 
submitted report to the Government of India; 

And whereas, Government of India, after considering the said report and on being satisfied that the 
said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire the Right of User therein; 

Nov,', therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, 
Government of India hereby declares that the Right of User in the land, specified in the Schedule, 
appended to this notification. is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 


And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, 
Government of India hereby directs that the Right of User in the said land for laying the pipeline 
shall, instead of vestmg in Government of India, vest on the date of publication of the declaration, in 
M/s Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, free from ail encumbrances. 
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Schedule 


Taluk: Thiruvannamalai 

District: Thiruvannamalai 

State: Tamil Nadu 

Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division No. 

Area to be acquired for RoU 



Hec 

Are 

C-Are 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 ) Arumpakkam 

68/1 

00 

35 

28 

67/3B 

00 

01 

68 

67/5A 

00 

17 

05 

67/4 A1 

00 

05 

54 

67/4A2 

00 

00 

14 

67/4B 

00 

13 

50 

67/4C 

00 

00 

>5 

67/6C 

00 

17 

59 

65/2 

00 

21 

02 

64/2 B 

00 

00 

55 

64/2A 

00 

23 

67 

64/6 

00 

21 

86 

64/4 

00 

11 

20 

64/5 

00 

14 

96 

2 ) Talaiyampallam 

117/5B 

00 

01 

38 

118/4B 

00 

12 

46 

U8/4A 

00 

04 

57 

118/3 A 

00 

01 

64 

118/3 B 

00 

25 

76 

118/5 A 

00 

02 

1 1 

118/7 A 

00 

07 

01 

118/7B 

00 

09 

06 

118/7C 

00 

14 

60 

118/6E 

00 

00 

10 

118/7D 

00 

02 

77 

118/7E 

00 

08 

42 

118/7F 

00 

08 

85 

Taluk: Sankarapuram 

District; ViHupuram 

State: Tamil Nadu 

1 ) Chellakkaykuppam 

1/2 A 

00 

15 

97 

1/4 

00 

07 

49 

1/9 

00 

01 


2/2A2 

00 

03 

07 

2/2 A1 

00 

01 

48 

2/2A4 

00 

00 

10 

15/4 

00 

01 

88 

15/3 

00 

01 

56 

15/2 

00 

00 

10 

15/1B 

00 

03 

82 
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1- - 1 

_ L 2 

1 3 

4 

1 .5 _ 1 

I > Chellakkaykuppam (Contd) 

! 5/6C 

00 

03 

80 


I5/7E 

00 

03 

69 


15/10 

00 

03 

15 

, 

15/11A 

00 

00 

54 


15/1 IB 

00 

01 

20 


15/1 ID 

00 

02 

33 


15/12 

00 

02 

35 


15/11C 

00 

01 

84 


20/1A 

00 

0] 

04 


21/11C 

00 

05 

09 


20/IB 

00 

01 

10 


20/1C 

00 

01 

28 


20/1D 

00 

0] 

53 


20/IE 

00 

03 

60 


2J/3B 

00 

02 

77 


21/3 A 

00 

06 

07 


21/5 A 

00 

01 

23 


21/5B 

00 

01 

69 


24/1 

00 

02 

13 


24/2 

00 

01 

95 


24/8D 

00 

02 

07 


24/8E 

00 

01 

85 


24/3 

00 

04 

80 


24/8G 

00 

00 

65 


24/8H 

00 

01 

45 


24/81 

00 

01 

50 


24/8J 

00 

00 

91 


24/9A 

00 

03 

17 


24/9B 

00 

02 

96 


24/9C 

00 

03 

12 


23/5B 

00 

02 

38 


23/5D 

00 

05 

83 


23/5E 

00 

11 

01 


23/5G 

00 

09 

72 

2 ) Chettiyandal (Vada) 

119/4 

00 

00 

27 


119/5 

* " * 00 

' '02 

~ 74 

137/6A1 

00 

00 

14 

137/6A2 

00 

09 

30 

137/6B 

00 

00 

10 

137/7A 

00 

03 

05 

137/7B 

00 

03 

95 

138/2B 

00 

05 

50 
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2 1 

3 

|4 

5 1 

2 ) Chettiyandal (Vada) (Contd) 

138/2A 


00 

00 

25 


138/2C 


00 

04 

16 


138/2D 


00 

00 

86 


138/3B 


00 

08 

80 


138/3A 


00 

05 

91 


138/1 


00 

00 

52 


138/7 


00 

06 

29 


138/5 


00 

01 

29 


138/6 


00 

02 

56 


138/8 


00 

06 

86 


138/1OA 


00 

01 

28 


138/1 OB 


00 

01 

55 


138/9 


00 

04 

Of 


138/4C 


00 

05 

97* 


76/4C 


00 

08 

12 


76/4D 


00 

16 

12 


76/4E 

i 

00 

20 

07 


[F. No. L- 14014/100/10-GP. ] 
A. GOSWAMI, Under Secy. 


M fkcrtt, 9 fSHKK, 20) 1 

Fff. 3TT. 3540.— 1TFF TFg-iT A ksifrm 3TF 73tSF Mlf’MSS (tjfa *f jWT % SlfefiF 371 3T3Fl) Slf^RPT, 
1962 (19 62 50 ) (fa% ^ qi^ljSF 3#PRR 35FIW ?) m FFT 3 eft Tjq-FFI (1) 37 3FTTC FFT 

sk q? ffs ftftf 37 ijjwn m m qqiFF 3k 3if«FjtHT ^ 37i.3ii. 3005 Firm 03fe?F5F, 

2 01 0 SFT m 3lf£FJ?RT % WS 3FJIJFI A ’‘jft if, rlFTFFTT^H ftFFm 37 FTF fa JIM3ISI -'- ^FT? 

mSMFteH 37 <37 jz H Stf 37 fafalR fewt q ^413^7371 F37 WffiW, %T 37 qfopPT 37 ^ ’FFT 

ft<?iifaiufatw irtrsjff fcrife sri Ip f? --d^tdiebiR^ fasH 37 mi4mh 37 ft^; ^qqiq 37 afW: m 

3HR 37R 37 37m 37TST3 377 WST 377 SJI ; 

3tf. wi fftt afspjtRT 3k qfaki fftt 3k fittr 2-8 v -fW, 2011 3k 3W qgk <jk 3W3 tf si 

f? Ft; 


3tf, qi^q^q tfespt % Am q, frit m 3tf k gM 37ikqi q 7 W7 qir^Fi sfi fam 7 w ftssr w k ^f 
j ^ m\ t rji ; 

37F. F2F7 qifyqqq A IFF 37T3H3S 3S FFT 6 m jq-FFT (1) 37 3FIR «FT *R3>F 3k 3TW FFR S Sfk ; 

aiF, WF *F37F S, SSF FFTS q 7 73FF 37R % q^FTF 37F 3S Frp kl FH F 7 137 WT ^ WMI^ t^FI ^ 
fair 37WF k, 3FS 3qSFT 37 37fal37F 377 37FS SFS 371 fap#3F f373T % ; 

3FT:. 373, FFF 7 F3CF, TFF blfFPRFf ^1 FFT 6 ^1 iq-FFT ( 1 ) SFf FSF ^ihFl4i SF FFTF SFF , FS WI 
FFFl V fSv fF ilTF^RT A W iiyjFT A Fsfi^'-S l *JH it qr^FFUS FTSTF S> FSF SqqFT Sv stfFSSF S5I 3TSS 
feqj FIST k ; 

3IF, MFF *F*F. ~W\ 37FFRFS ^l FFT 6 ^1TF-FFT (4) SFT iimAt SS g^PT 3FF |F, FS PIS IT SFl 

k 3 ff •# q 3#i sq ara^JF ?r iw % tfsi-tf ^i ffpi A 'qpFF'W A Fitsf krk sv cnrpq. fft FF^m 
q ijsf, wi FFTrsqfssq pjtfsfs 7 Mkk? A p#i km i 
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TTRT 


’TFT 






* mz | 






1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


16/5 

00 

00 

46 

16/1 

00 

06 

11 

16/2 

00 

07 

02 

16/3 

00 

05 

99 

16/4 

00 

02 

97 

23/5 

00 

06 

49 

23/4 

00 

n 

03 

24/5U 

00 

08 

38 

24/6 

00 

16 

48 

24/7 

00 

20 

84 

24/2 

00 

01 

66 

28/2 

00 

22 

04 

28/1* 

00 

00 

25 

2 7/3 

00 

24 

02 

76/7 

00 

01 

53 

76/6 

00 

09 

52 

7 6/4 

00 

05 

48 

7 6/5u 

00 

10 

48 

76/9 

00 

01 

17 

76/5* 

00 

01 

02 

76/11 

00 

00 

10 

76/10 

00 

08 

09 

79/5 

00 

03 

38 

76/13 

00 

03 

62 

80/1 

00 

01 

41 

79/6cr 

00 

12 

11 

79/6* 

00 

04 

36 

79/6? 

00 

04 

21 

79/8 

00 

06 

61 

81/3 

00 

06 

10 

79/7 

00 

00 

15 

81/4 

00 

04 

63 

81/1 

00 

00 

68 

81/5 

00 

21 

27 

81/2 

00 

05 

39 

81/9 

00 

06 

42 

81/10 

00 

06 

87 
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d 


81/8 

00 

01 

20 

83/8 

00 

03 

82 

83/9 

00 

01 

95 

83/11 

00 

00 

87 

83/7 

00 

15 

87 

85/2 

00 

20 

19 

85/1 

00 

00 

12 

85/3 

00 

18 

06 

86/3u2 

00 

03 

17 

68/1 

00 

00 

68 

68/2 

00 

00 

89 

86/3* 

00 

03 

54 

8 6/5 

00 

10 

59 

86/4 

00 

05 

11 

87/3 

00 

04 

93 

87/5 

00 

11 

79 

87/7 

00 

16 

63 

87/6 

00 

05 

70 

187/1 

00 

09 

02 

187/217 

00 

13 

92 

187/2m 

00 

04 

08 

187/3 

00 

06 

97 

185/8u2 

00 

12 

21 

185/8* 

00 

05 

84 

192/3 

00 

13 

63 

192/2 

00 

04 

79 

192/8 

00 

15 

73 

192/9 

00 

09 

97 

192/10 

00 

08 

69 

192/11 

00 


19 

206/2* 

00 

07 

42 

20 6/2n 

00 

05 

48 

20 6/3 

00 

12 

72 

207/5cr 

no 

00 

54 

207/5* 

00 

02 

54 

15/1 

00 

00 

69 

17/18 

00 

03 

62 

17/7 

00 

07 

06 

17/17 

00 

05 

68 

17/10 

00 

00 

22 

186/9 

00 

13 

37 

18 6/8 

00 

05 

92 
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) (R%r) 18 6/7 000530 

195/16 00 07 26 

195/1 8rt 00 ]8 75 

_ 195/14 00 15 78 

pTTtt. xr^T. (4014/100/10-^ft.Tft.] 


New Delhi, the 9th December, 2011 

S. O. 3540. —Whereas by notification of Government of India in Ministry of Petroleum and 
Natural Gas, number S.O. 3005 dated 03rd December, 2010, issued under sub-section (1) of Section 3 
of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1952 (50 of 
1962) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act), Government of India declared its intention to acquire 
the Right of User in the land, specified in the Schedule appended to that notification for tin; purpose 
of laying Chennai - Tuticorin gas pipeline for transportation of natural gas from terminal point of 
Vijayawada — Nellore - Chennai pipeline near Tiruttani in Tamil Nadu by M/s Relogistics 
Infrastructure Limited to consumers in various parts of the country ; 

And whereas, the copies of tire said Gazette notification were made available to the public on or 
before 2-8+la 3^^' 2011; 

And whereas, objections were received from the public to the laying of the pipeline litve been 
considered and disallowed by the Competent Authority; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has, under sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, 
submitted report to the Government of India; 

And whereas, Government of India, after considering the said report and on being satisfied that the 
said land is required for laying the pipeline, has decided to acquire the Right of User therein; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 6 of the said Act, 
Government of India hereby declares that the Right of User in the land, specified in the Schedule, 
appended to this notification, is hereby acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of Section 6 of the said Act, 
Government of India hereby directs that the Right of User in the said land for laying the pipeline 
shall, instead of vesting in Government of India, vest on the date of publication of the declaration, in 
M/s Relogistics Infrastructure Limited, free from all encumbrances. 
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Schedule 


Taluk: Kallakkurichchi 

District: Villupuram 

State: Tamil Nadu 

Village 

Survey No./Sub-Division No. 

Area to be acquired for RoU 



Hec 

Are 

C-Are 

] 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 ) Eruvaypattanam 

16/5 

00 

00 

46 

16/1 

00 

06 

11 

16/2 

00 

07 

02 

16/3 

00 

05 

99 

16/4 

00 

02 

97 

23/5 

00 

06 

49 

23/4 

00 

11 

03 

24/5A 

00 

08 

38 

24/6 

00 

16 

48 

24/7 

00 

20 

84 

24/2 

00 

01 

66 

28/2 

00 

22 

04 

28/IB 

00 

00 

25 

27/3 

00 

24 

02 

76/7 

00 

01 

53 

76/6 

00 

09 

52 

76/4 

00 

05 

48 

76/5A 

00 

10 

48 

76/9 

00 

0) 

17 ~ 

76/5B 

00 

01 

02 

76/11 

00 

00 

10 

76/10 

00 

08 

09 

79/5 

00 

03 

38 

76/13 

00 

03 

62 

80/1 

00 

01 

41 

7 9/6 A 

00 

12 

11 

79/6D 

00 

04 

36 

79/6E 

00 

04 

2! 

79/8 

00 

06 

61 

81/3 

00 

06 

10 

79/7 

00 

00 

15 

81/4 

00 

04 

63 

81/1 

00 

00 

68 

81/5 

00 

21 

27 

81/2 

00 

05 

39 

81/9 

00 

06 

42 

81/10 

00 

06 

87 


4330 GI/2011—12 
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l ! 2 ! 

3 

4 

5 

n 

]) Eruvaypattanam (Contd) 

00 

01 

20 


83/8 

00 

03 

82 


83/9 

00 

01 

95 


83/11 

00 

00 

87 


83/7 

00 

15 

87 


85/2 

00 

20 

19 


85/1 

00 

00 

12 


85/3 

00 

18 

06 


86/3A2 

00 

03 

17 


68/1 

00 

00 

68 


68/2 

00 

00 

89 


86/3B 

00 

03 

54 


86/5 

00 

10 

59 


86/4 

00 

05 

11 


87/3 

00 

04 

93 


87/5 

00 

ii 

79 


87/7 

00 

16 

63 


87/6 

00 

05 

70 


187/1 

00 

09 

02 


187/2A 

00 

13 

92 


187/2B 

00 

04 

08 


187/3 

00 

06 

97 


185/8A2 

00 

12 

21 


185/8B 

00 

05 

84 


192/3 

00 

13 

63 


192/2 

00 

04 

79 


192/8 

00 

15 

73 


192/9 

00 

09 

97 


192/10 

00 

08 

69 


192/11 

00 

22 

19 


206/2B 

00 

07 

42 


206/2A 

00 

05 

48 


206/3 

00 

12 

72 


207/5A 

00 

00 

54 


207/5B 

00 

02 

54 


15/1 

00 

00 

69 


17/18 

00 

03 

62 


17/7 

00 

07 

06 


17/17 

00 

05 

68 


17/10 

00 

00 

22 


186/9 

00 

13 

37 


186/8 

00 

05 

92 


186/7 

00 

05 

30 


195/16 

00 

07 

26 


195/18A 

00 

18 

75 


195/14 

00 

15 

78 



[F. No. L- 14014/100/1G-GP.] 
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spt sftr dvjurrc 

^ 15 'WWl, 2011 

^ OT> 3541 . — afaflpre 1947 

(1947 14) ^ **TCT 17 ^ H, 

vp ifr ifr VP ^ ^ wn flrtforaft 

3?k '3^ 4>tfa>J<1 3Tpiq 3 PiR{«* 3fWlfirer 

ftm 3 itMPm tfflww, * ttc 

(lW ifWT 39/2006) ^ ’srarrftrcT t, ^ 

rwk ^ 15-U-20H ura f3fn «ni 

[#> ^-22013/1/2011 m (Tft-II)] 

TfrVpVp sflpiqm 7T*, 

MINISTRY OFLABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 

New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3541—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov¬ 
ernment hereby publishes the award of the Indus. Tribu- 
nal-cum-Labour Court, Godavarikhani (39/2006) as 
shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of SCCL and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on 15.11.2011. 

[No. 1^22013/1/2011-IR (C-D)] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CHAIRMAN, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
CUM-IABOUR COURT, GODAVARIKHANI 

Present: Sri M. Syamala Rao, B.A., B.L., 
Chairman-cum-Presiding Officer. 

Friday, the 14th day of October, 2011. 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE NO. 39 OF 2006 

Between:— 

M. Venkatas wamy, 

S/o. Lingaiah, Aged about 42 years, 

E.C. No,2287810,Ex. BadliFiUer, 

RKL 7 Incline, H.No. 27-3-54, 

Railway Station Basti, 

Near Brahmananda Rao Hospital, 

P.O. Bellampalli, Dist. Adilabad. 

—Petitioner. 

And 

1. The Supdt, ofMines/Colliery Manager, 

RK.7 Incline, the Singareni Collieries Co. Ltd., 
Srirampur (P) Area, Dist. Adilabad. 


2 . The General Manager, 

Singareni Collieries Co. Ltd., 

Post: Srirampur, Dist. Adilabad. 

3. The Chairman and Managing Director, 

The Singareni Collieries Co. Ltd., 

PO; Kothagudem, Dist. Khammam. 

—Respondents. 

This Industrial Dispute petition U/Sec. 2-A (2) 
of ID., Act, coming on before me for final hearing on 
26-09-2011, upon perusing all the documents on record 
and upon hearing the arguments of Sri B. Amarender Rao, 
Advocate, for the petitioner and Sri D. Krishna Murthy, 
Advocate, for the respondents, having stood over for 
consideration till this date, the court passed the following;— 

AWARD 

1. This is an Industrial Dispute petition filed by the 
petitioner U/Sec. 2-A(2) of I.D. Act, 1947 seeking to set 
aside the dismissal order dt. 30-9-1997 passed by R-2 and 
direct the respondent company to reinstate the petitioner 
into service with continuity of service and other 
consequential benefits and full back wages. 

2. The facts of the petition are that the petitioner was 
appointed as Floating Badli Filler in respondents company 
in the year 1989 and was posted work at K.K-2 Incline. 
Later he was transferred to SMG-I Incline, in the year 1990 
and to RK-7. Incline in the year 1995. Subsequently after 
one year of service, the petitioner was promoted as Badli 
Filler in 1991 and discharged his duties to the utmost 
satisfaction of his superiors without any kind of blemish. 
He served the respondents company for more than 8 years 
loyally and sincerely. 

3. And that while the petitioner was working in 
underground at SMG-IA Incline on deputation sustained 
injuries in the accident occurred in the underground In the 
said accident, he dislodged support accidentally hit the 
petitioner in the middle of his back bone and his toes, 
causing grievous injuries and the petitioner was under 
accident sick list from 20-11-2003 to 30-11 -2003. After fitness 
he worked hardly a week days and again the petitioner was 
in the sick list availed treatment at Company hospital for 
about 3 months. Due to the accident the petitioner was 
falling to frequent illness. As such he submitted his oral 
and written representations to the management about his 
frequent illness due to said accident resulting in less 
attendance. The management has been sympathetic 
consideration towards the petitioner because the very 
accident has occurred during course of employment and 
his performance was diminished as he felt frequent illness. 
The petitioner has been in sick due to back pain, jaundices 
and gastric problems and was getting treatment at 
Warangal, Owing to the same his attendance was very 
poor from the year 1993 onwards. Though the management 
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was having knowledge about the condition of the petitioner, 
management has issued charge sheet No. RK-7/97/204/ 
871, dt. 16-4-1997 alleging misconduct under Company's 
standing order 25(31) that the petitioner was absent from 
duties from 19-8-1995 to 16-4-1997 and he was issued in a 
proforma type. The period of absence included all play- 
days and P.H.Ds., and that the petitioner submitted his 
explanation to the charge sheet along with Iiis medical report 
pertaining to his availment of treatment outside during the 
charge sheeted period and established the reasonable cause 
for his absence. But the enquiry officer with a pre-conceived 
and pre-determined mind conducted the enquiry without 
observing the principles of natural justice. The pleas of the 
petitioner were not taken into consideration. The petitioner 
successfully estabhshed his case and proved that the 
absence committed by him were only due to the medical 
grounds with all reports and documents. But the enquiry 
officer conducted the enquiry in a hasty manner only to be 
in the good looks of management and without considering 
the pleas of the petitioner and submitted one sided report 
to the management that the petitioner is guilty of misconduct 
of the charges levelled against him through the said charge 
sheet. The entire enquiry is false and the petitioner was 
not given fair opportunity to cross examine the 
management witnesses. Taking advantage of illiteracy of 
the petitioner, the enquiry officer with a pre-conceived 
mind, conducted the enquiry without explaining the 
procedure and obtained the thumb impression of the 
petitioner on blank white papers only to fit his pre¬ 
determined report. As such th t enquiry proceedings 
submitted by the enquiry officer may please be declared as 
invalid. 

4. And that the 2nd respondent without issuing any 
show cause notice against the enquiry proceedings to the 
petitioner straight away dismissed the petitioner vide Lr, 
No. SRP/P(IR)/35/97/2270, dt. 30-9-1997. As such the 
dismissal order is arbitrary, illegal, not maintainable under 
law and liable to be quashed in limini. Further the 
punishment given to the petitioner is shockingly 
disproportionate and lacks natural justice without 
considering the facts of the case and loyal and lengthy 
service put-in by the petitioner. Because of the dismissal 
from the company, the petitioner was thrown on to the 
roads and facing much difficulties in maintaining his large 
family. He belongs to a poor family and is the sole bread 
winner of his large family. Owing to dismissal from company, 
he along with his aged parents wife, and children thrown 
on the roads, causing mental agony to him and he could 
not get any other job inspite of his best efforts. Ever since 
his dismissal the petitioner is unemployed and incurred 
heavy debts to maintain his family. Therefore prays an 
award as above, 

5. The respondent No. 1 filed his counter denying all 
al. egations in petition and the respondent No.2 & 3 filed 
memo adopting the counter of R-1. 


6 . The brief averments of R-1 of the counter are i hat 
it is a Government company incorporated under the 
provisions of Company’s Act, 1956 for carrying out the 
business of winning and selling the coal and since the coal 
mining industry is a Central Subject the appropriate 
Government for the respondents/management is Ceniral 
Government, The respondent submits that as per Sec. 7(A) 
(1) of I.D. Act, the appropriate Government may by 
notification in the official gazette constitute one or more 
Industrial Tribunals for the adjudication of Industrial 
Disputes relating to any matter whether specified in the 
2nd or 3rd schedule and for performing such otler 
functions as may be assigned to them under this Act. A id 
that the Central Government established Industrial Tribun il- 
cum-Labour Court at Hyderabad from 29-12-2000 for 
adjudication of Industrial Disputes and the petitioner ought 
to have approached the said Tribunal for the redressal of 
grievances, if any. But the petitioner conveniently avoided 
to file his petition before the Tribunal established by the 
Central Government for the reasons best known to him and 
the petition is not maintainable under law and the same 
may be dismissed on this ground alone. And that 
maintainability of the dispute raised by the petitioner before 
this court may be decided as preliminary issue before 
proceeding with the try. 


7. And that the petitioner failed to exhaust the 
concealing proceedings as laid down in the I.D. Act, ^ad 
filed the petition under 2A(2) of I.D. Act, 1947 as amended 
by A.P. Amendment Act, 1987 (Act No. 32/1987). And th* t 
as appropriate Government was coal mining industry is th s 
Central Government the State Amendment Act is net 
applicable to the respondent company and the petition 
filed by the petitioner is not maintainable under law and 
liable to be dismissed in limini. 

8 . And that the petitioner was appointed as Floating 
Badli Filler on 1 -1 -1989 and his promotion as Badli Filler ii; 
not due to satisfactory service, but only due to his seniority 
and that there is no record to show in the respondent 
company that the petitioner was met with an accident ai 
SMG-I Incline and received injuries and there is no record 
to show that he availed medical treatment at respondent 
company’s hospital for the said injuries, 

9. And that the petitioner after receipt of charge sheet, 
submitted his explanation dt. 29-5-1997 stating that due to 
ill health, he failed to attend his duties and requested the 
respondents company to take him on duty assuring that 
he will not commit such mistakes in future. As his 
explanation was not found satisfactory, the enquiry was 
ordered. The petitioner was issued notice dt. 2-6-1997 
advising him to attend enquiry on 4-6-1997 along with his 
witnesses and documents and the petitioner attended the 
enquiry on 4-6-1997. The enquiry officer explained the 
contents of charge sheet and procedure of enquiry to the 
petitioner. The petitioner has not chosen to take the 
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assistance of his co-workers during the enquiry and he 
fully participated in the enquiry and the opportunity was 
given to him to cross examine the management witness, 
but he failed to cross examine the management witness. 
And that the petitioner during enquiry in his statement 
admitted his guilt and stated that due to ill-health he failed 
to attend duties and requested the management to forgive 
for this time and to take him to duty. And that as the charges 
levelled against the petitioner during the enquiry, with a 
view to give final opportunity to represent against the 
enquiry report, the petitioner v/as served with show cause 
notice dt. 18-6-1997 to represent against the enquiry report 
duly enclosing the copy and the petitioner submitted his 
explanation dt. 24-6-1997. In his explanation he submitted 
that he failed to attend his duties due to Ul-health and 
requested the respondents company to take him on duty. 

10. And that as the petitioner failed to improve his 
attendance even after receipt of charges sheet and the 
representation is not satisfactory he was dismissed from 
service of the respondents company vide order dt. 30-9- 
1997 with immediate effect. And that the respondents 
company employs more than 86 thousand persons which 
includes workmen, Executives and Supervisors. The 
production results will be depend upon the overall 
attendance and performance of each and every individual. 
They are inter linked and insufferable. In this regard if any 
one remains absent without prior leave or without any 
justified cause, the work i.e., to be performed gets effective. 
Such unauthorised absence creates suddenly void, which 
is very difficult to fill up and there will be no proper planning 
and already planned schedule gets suddenly disturbed 
without prior notice i.e ., reason why the respondents 
company is compelled to take sever action against the 
unauthorised absentees. In this instant case the petitioner 
is one such unauthorised absentee as such the respondents 
company was constrained to dismiss the petitioner for 
unauthorised absenteeism vide order dt. 30-9-1997 with 
immediate effect. Therefore prays to dismiss the petition 
with costs. 

11. Heard both sides, perused the meterial papers on 
record. 

12. Now' the points thatarises for consideration are:— 

(1) Whether the present petition is maintainable 
before this Tribunal? 

(2) Whether the charge framed against the petitioner 
is proved? 

(3) Whether the dismissal order dt. 30-9-1997, without 
issuing any show cause notice against the 
enquiry proceedings, straight away dismissing 
the petitioner is arbitrary, illegal, not maintainable, 
not justified and liable to be quashed in limini? 
And if so, the punishment awarded is 
disproportionate to the alleged misconduct, i.e 


unauthorised absence from duty? 

(4) To what relief the petitioner is entitled? 

13. No witnesses are examined on either side, but Ex. 
W-1 to Ex. W-3 are marked on behalf of the petitioner and 
Ex. M-1 to Ex. M-9 are marked on behalf of the respondents 
side. 

14 POINT NO. 1 

It is the case of the respondents that the respondents 
company incorporated under the provisions of Company's 
act 1956 for carrying out the business and selling the coal 
and since the coal mining industry is a Central subject the 
appropriate Government for this respondents/management 
is Central Government and that as per Sec. 7A(1) of I.D., 
Act, the appropriate Government by may its notification 
the official gazette constitute one or more industrial 
tribunals for adjudication of industrial disputes relating to 
any matter whether specified in the 2nd or 3rd scheduled 
and for performing such other functions as may be 
assigned to them under this Act. The respondents further 
submitted in their counter the Central Government 
established and industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour Court at 
Hyderabad on 29-12-2000 for adjudication of Industrial 
disputes and the petitioner ought to have approached the 
said tribunal for redressal of grievances if any. But the 
petitioner conveniently avoided to file his peition before 
the Tribunal established by the Central Government for 
the reasons best known to him and the petition is not 
maintainable under law and the same may be dismissed on 
the ground and this issue may be decided as preliminary 
issue before proceeding with the trial. 

15. On the other hand the case of the petitioner is 
that he can raise this I.D., before this Court under section 
2(A)(2) of I.D., At. Through the respondents have taken 
the above plea of not maintainability of the ID., before this 
Tribunal they have not placed any oral or documentary 
evidence to substiate the said plea. 

16. "Appopriate Government is described U/Sec. 2- 
A of the I.D., Act, 1947". According to Sec. 2-A one of the 
above Act, the Appropriate Government, by notification in 
the official gazette constitutes one or more Industrial 
Tribunals for adjudication of Industrial Disputes relating 
to any matter w hether specified in 2nd or 3rd schedule. So, 
according to the above 2 provisions of law, this Tribunal is 
established. Admittedly the petition filed by the petitioner 
is covered by an Industrial Dispute. 

In a case reported in 1998 (5) ALD-16 (D.B.) in a w rit 
petition between U. Chinnappa Vrs. Cotton Corporation of 
India and others; the Division Bench of our High Court 
held—"we will assume that in so far as the dismissed or 
retrenched workman is able to approach the Labour Court 
straight-aw'ay, the power of the Central Government to make 
a reference of the dispute may be whittled down protanto 
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and in that sense there is a conflict or repugnancy with 
sub-section (2) of section 2(A) and Section 10(1) r/w sub¬ 
section (1) of section 2-A and Section 3 of the Act. Even 
then, the Presidential assent given under Article 254(2) 
makes the State law prevail over the provisions of the 
Central law to the extent of repugnancy. 11 It also further 
observed Industrial Disputes Act. 1947, Section 2-A(2)— 
Not confined to workmen employed in Industrial 
undertaking of State Government—It applies also to 
workmen engaged in Central Government undertakings. 

18. If the plea of the respondent is considered in the 
light of the above case law, it falls to the ground, because, 
Section 2-A(2) of I.D. Act. 1947 applies both to the workmen 
employed in Industrial undertakings of State Government 
and also to the workmen engaged in Central Government 
undertakings. 

19. In other words, it can be said it is for the workman 
to approach U/Sec. 2-A(2) of I.D., Act, either to the 
Industrial Tribunals having Central jurisdiction and also 
the Tribunals having State jurisdiction. 

20. In view of the above, I hold that this Tribunal is 
having jurisdiction to decide the industrial dispute on hand 
and the petition filed by the petitioner is maintainable. The 
point is answered accordingly. 

21 POINT NO. 2 & 3:— 

Under Ex.M-1 the charges framed against the 
petitioner is that he has remained absent from duty without 
sanctioned leave or sufficient cause from 21-8-1995 to 16- 
4-1997. This was issued by R-1 to the petitioner. It do not 
disclose as to who would conduct the enquiry, except 
asking the petitioner to attend before SRP(P) on 12-5-1997 
at 9-30 A M., Under Ex. M-2 the petitioner submitted his 
explanations to the charge sheet stating that because of 
his kidneys ulser, he could not attend to duty and requested 
to take to duty under Ex.M-3 & Ex. M-4 the petitioner was 
informed about the postponing of the enquiry, but under 
Ex. M-3 a copy of postponement notice addressed to the 
petitioner was marked to T.P. A. Premkumar to conduct the 
above enquiry. This marking of copy is under a manuscript, 
the respondent has not filed the served copy of Ex. M-3 to 
know whether the manuscript endorsement made under 
Ex. M-3 was also there on the copy served on the petitioner 
or not. Ex. M-5 is the enquiry proceedings conducted by* 
T.P.A. Premkumar. In this proceedings the petitioner did 
not deny the charges and he admitted them. Ex. M-6 is 
enquiry report submitted to R-1 by the enquiry officer. 
Basing on this report Ex. M-7 notice was served on the 
petitioner sending him copy of the enquiry proceedings 
together with report giving him opportunity to make 
representation against the findings containing in the 
enquiry report. 

22. The respondents are styling this Ex. M-7 as a 
show cause notice, but the perusal of the contents of this 


document, it do not disclose the proposed punishment for 
the provided charges and requiring the petitioner to show 
cause why such proposed punishment should not be 
imposed against him. So this cannot be called as show :ause 
notice. Even for this notice also the petitioner submitted Ex. 
M-8 representation stating that because of his ill-health he 
could not do duties and asking the management to take him 
to duty. Ex. M-7 isdt. 18-6-1997 when this Ex-7 is not a show 
cause notice as it do not disclouse the proposed punishment, 
directlsy dismissing the petitioner from serv ice under Ex. M- 
9 can be said as arbitrarys, illegal and not maintainable under 
law and liable to be set aside. It also can be said, wi hout 
issuing a show cause notice, removing the petitioner from 
service is not justified. 

23. Ex. W-1 is the copy of Ex. M-9 both are one and 
the same i.e.,copy of dismissal order 

24. Ex. W-2 shows that the petitioner brought out 
station sick certificate for the period 10-12-1995 to 13-11- 
1996 from the Medical Superintendent of the respondents' 
hospital at Ramakrishnapur certified that the petitioner is 
fit to resume his duty from 20-1-1997. Ex W-3 shows that 
the Medical Officer of the respondents hsoptial has certi fied 
that the petitioner was fit to duty from 4-6-1997. These two 
documents together shows the petitioner has produced 
medical certificates for his unauthorised absence except 
for5 months, 19 days i.e., from21-8-1995 to 10-12-1995 So, 
it shows the respondents have not considered these medical 
certificates submitted by the peritioner and straight away 
framed charges and issued charge sheet on 16-4-1997, that 
too, while the petitioner was undergoing medical treatment. 
So, without considering the medical certificates produced 
by the petitioner covering major part of his unauthorised 
absence, the enquiry conducted is not proper and the 
findings of the enquiry officer that the charge framed 
against the petitioner is provided is invalid and not justified. 

25. While arguing the case, the counsel for the 
petitioner contended that this Tribunal can interfere with 
the punishment, if it is disproportionate to the proved gu lty 
by giving its reasons. In support of this proportion, he 
relied on a decision report in 2009 (TV)-LLJ-672 (SC) betw< ien 
Chairman-cum-Managing Director, Coal India Ltd., end 
anothers and Mukul Kumar Choudhuri and others. Whe *en 
the Hon'ble Apex Court observed that regarding ihe 
punishment, the Supreme Court noted that doctrine of 
proportionality was a well recognised concept of judicial 
review in our jurisprudence. In the face of admission by 
the respondent of the charges and his resignation which 
was not accepted, it was pointed out that no reasonable 
employer would have imposed the extreme punishment of 
removal, in like circumstances. The punishment was unduly 
harsh and excessive. It was therefore held that denial of 
back wages for the entire period by way of punishme nt 
would be just and adequate. 
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26. Of course in the present case, the petitioners has 
not resigned for his job, but he admitted his guilt of 
unauthorised absence for the period mentioned in the 
charge framed against him, because of his ill-health and for 
taking treatment. So the respondent being a reasonable 
employer ought not have imposed against the petitioner 
the extreme punishment of removal from service. Therefore 
it can be rightly said the punishment awarded by the 
respondent against the petitioner for his unauthorised 
absence inspite of his admitting the charges and producing 
the medical certificates covering major part of the charge, I 
am under the considered opinion, in the light of the above 
cited case law, the punishment is unduly harsh and 
excessive. 

27. On the other hand the counsel for the respondents 
submitted the termination from service on the grounds of 
continued absence from duty under the standing orders 
does not amount to retrenchment. When such order of 
termination was made after giving notice to the employee, 
it is not liable to be challenged. Therefore the said 
termination order cannot be said unreasonable and there is 
no ground for interference of this court. In support of this 
argument, he relied on a decision reported in 2002( 1) ALD- 
314 (DB) between Thimmiah Vrs., Addl. Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Addl.Labour Court, Hyderabad and another. The facts 
of the above case are quite different to the facts of the 
present case. In the present case, the petitioner admitted 
the charges, produced medical fitness certificates for his 
unauthorised absence and offered his explanation for his 
unauthorised absence. Whereas in the above reported 
case, the petitioner therein, despite receiving 2 memos did 
not bother to report for duty nor offered any explanation 
for his unauthorised absence and the services of the 
petitioner therein were terminated by the management by 
invoking the enabling certified standing orders and the 
said standing orders are extracted in the memo issued by 
the management. So in those circumstances, the termination 
of the petitioner from service squarely false within ambit of 
sub-clause (bb) of clause (oo) of Sec. 2 of the Act. This 
was observed by the Hon'ble High Court in the above 
reported case and held the termination from service on the 
ground of continued absence from duty under the standing 
orders does not amount to retrenchment. When such order 
of termination was made after giving notice to the 
employee, it is not liable to be challenged. 

28. So, in view of the different facts and different 
circumstances in between the present case and in the above 
reported case, therefore, the decision in the above reported 
case is not applicable to the facts of the present case. 

29. In the tight of the above foregoing discussion, I 
hold the charge framed against the petitioner is not proved 
and the dismissal order dt. 30-9-1997 is arbitrary, illegal, not 
maintainable, not justified and liable to be set aside. 


30. I further hold that the punishment of removal 
from service is not proportionate to the unauthorised 
absence from duty by the petitioner. The points are 
answered accordingly. 

31. POINT NO. 4:— 

In the light of the discussions under points No. 1 to 
3 and in the light of my findings, I hold the petitioner is 
entitled for the relief prayed for in his I.D., petition without 
back wages. 

32. In the result, the I.D., is allowed and the dismissal 
order dt. 30-9-1997 passed by the 2nd respondent against 
the petitioner is set aside and the respondents are directed 
to reinstate the petitioner into service with continuity of 
service and other consequential benefits, but without back 
wages, within one month from the date of gazette 
publication of this award. In the circumstances, each party 
do bear their own costs. 

Typed to my dictation directly by Typist, corrected 
and pronounced by in the open court on this, the 14th day 
of October, 2011. 

M. S YAM ALA RAO 
Chairman-cum-Presideing Officer 


Appendix of Evidence 
Witnesses Examined 

For workman: For Management:— 

-Nil- -Nil- 

EXHIBITS 


Forworkman:^- 
Ex.W-lDt. 30-09-1997 

Ex.W-2 Dt. 18-01-1997 


Ex.W-3 Dt. 09-06-1997 


For Management:— 
Ex.M-1 Dt. 16-04-1997 
Ex.M-2 Dt. 29-05-1997 


Copy of dismisal order of 
petitioner 

Letter issued to the Supdt. 
of Mines, RK-7 Incline by 
the Medical 

Superintendent, 
Ramakrishnapur area 
Hospital that the petitioner 
is fit to resume his duty. 

Fit. certificate No. OP. 109 
slip issued to the petitioner 
by the Medical Officer, Area 
Hospital, SCCL, Bellampalli 


Charge sheet office copy 
Reply to the charge sheet 
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Ex.M-3 Dt. 26-05-1997 Enquiry Notice 

Ex.M-4 Dt. 02-06-1997 Enquiry Notice 

Ex.M-5Dt. 04-06-1997 Enquiry proceedings 

Ex.M-6 Dt. 06-06-1997 Enquiry report 

Ex.M-7Dt. 18-06-1997 Show cause notice office 

copy 

Ex.M-8Dt. 24-06-1997 Explanation to the show 

cause notice 

Ex.M-9 Dt. 30-09-1997 Dismissal order office copy 
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New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3542.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 45/97) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court No-2, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industnal Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of FCIand their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 15/11/2011. 

[No. L-22012/94/96-IR (C-D)] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASARAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO, 2) AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT 

Shri Kishori Ram, Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 10(1) 
(d)ofthel.D. Act, 1947. 

REFERENCES NO. 45 of 1997 

PARTIES : Employers in relation to the 

management of Food Corporation 
of India, Patna and their workman. 


On behalf of the employers Mr. Sarfraj Khan, 

Area Manage:', FCI. 

State; Jharkhand Industry : Food. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 10th October, 2011 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them under Section 
10( 1 )(d) of the I.D. Act., 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order 
No. L-22012/94/96-IR(C-II)dt. 14,3.97. 

SCHEDULE 

,T Whether the action of the management of FCi, Patna 
in terminating the services of Sh. Awadesh Prasad 
Singh, Casual/daily rated worker, is legal and 
justified? If not, to what relief the workman is 
entitled?" 

2. The case of the sponsoring Union is that workman 
Aw'adesh Prasad Singh was though initially employed as 
water Carrier w.e.f. 06.02.1981 by the Management of Food 
Corporation of India (F.C.L) at Storage Depot Madhepura, 
yet his services were being utilised against the job of 
Subordinate Cadre as Messenger, Watchman, Peon, 
Sweeper, Shifter etc. on priority. He was not allowed to 
sign for his attendance on the Attendance Register, rather 
his attendance was maintained by the Depot-in-Charge an 
confirmed Category III employee of the concerned Depot 
by putting ’A' & ’P r (for absent and present respectively 
His salaries were regularly and occasionally paid to him 
once in a month through Monthly bills on acquittance Roll 
from contingent fund of the depot. Inh response to the 
D.O. letter dt. 2.5.86 issued by the Management of F.C.L, 
New Delhi (H.Q.) on persuation of the Union, and even its 
reminder letter dt. 9.11.86 as called for, the name ot more 
than two hundred casual/daily rated employees wer^ sent 
by Bihar Region itself to H.Q., New Delhi for its apprcval of 
the Board of Directors. The Board at its 176th meeting held 
on 24.2,87 decided to regularise the services of these c isual/ 
daily rated employees against entry level Cat. Ill & I y post 
according to their qualifications who had completed three 
months continuous service on or before 02.05.86. The same 
decision was conveyed to all Sub-ordinate Offrice <is per 
H.Q. letter under Ref. No. BP-l(4)/86-Vol.II dt. 06.C5.87, 
according to which the F.C.L, Bihar Region has regularised 
the services of more than one hundred casual/daily rated 
employees including his juniors employees as Watchman, 
descriminating the workman despite his fulfilling of all the 
conditions as per the aforesaid letter. He though had very 
sincerely, honestly and continuously served the 
Corporation since his employment from 06.02.1981 yet was 
orally but illegally terminated from his job w.e.f, 17.10.1990 


APPEARANCE: 

On behalf of the workman 


None 
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without any notice, pay or compensation to him under 
Sec.25F of the I.D. Act, 1947 resulting in affecting his family, 
as in rendering his age bar securing any job elsewhere. 
The action of the management is unjustified, so the 
workman is entitled to reinstatement with full back wages 
and benefits equal to that of the regular Class IV staff for 
the period from 06.02.1981 to 16.10.1090. 

3. The Union/workman in rejoinder specifically 
denying the allegations of the Management has alleged 
that the records of District Office Pumea were not checked 
for employment of the workman. The District Manager, 
F.C.I. Pumea letter Ref. No.LC. 1 (47)/2223-80-81 dt. 08.11.85 
to the Sr. Regional Manager F.C.I. Patna forwarded by the 
aforesaid D.M. FC1 Pumea to Sr. R.M. on 07.02.95 falsifies 
the statement of the Management about unfiguring the 
name of the workman in the vouchers of the casual worker 
at F.S.D. Madhepura. The alleged non-existence of 
employer and employee relationship between both the 
parties is a connection, as the workman has worked as per 
scheduled time and place under the District Control of the 
Management. The workman has performed the work of the 
F.C.I. and not the personal work of the Depot Incharge, 
whether the District Manager approved on sanctioned or 
not is immaterial. An Industrial Dispute has no limitation 
for its reference. 

4. Whereas categorically refuting all the allegations of 
the Union for the workman, the case of the Management is 
that there is no record relating to employment of this workman 
at Patna R.M. Office or in any F. S.D. under the jurisdiction of 
District Manager, F.C .1., Pumia. The name of the workman 
did not figure in any payment voucher of casual worker of 
F. S. D. Madhepura. The payment vouchers of casual workers 
or one appointed as Water Carrier are passed by the District 
Office where their one copy is kept and payment is released 
to the F.S.D. Incharge for distribution of the wages to the 
casual workers as per their attendances put by them. The 
present reference in lack of no employer-employee 
relationship is liable to be rejected. Nor the workman 
concerned even worked as Water Carrier or in any capacity 
at F.S.D. Madhepura with approval and sanction of the 
District Manager, F.C.I., Pumia nor payment was released in 
his favour therefrom. If he was ever engaged in any capacity 
by the Depot Incharge, the Clerk Grade-II or Grade-l at any 
time without any authority, and was unauthorisedly paid 
any amount, his claim for employment under the Manager is 
unsustainable. A claiming such claim by the sponsoring 
Union for the workman before the Conciliation Officer is 
based on the absolutely false documents allegedly under 
the signature of the then Depot Incharge which are quite 
probably fabricated in connivance with the then Depot 
Incharge, who already retired from his service. 

5. The Management in its rejoinder has stated that 
all the statements in behalf of the workman are based on 


fiction, since he neither was employed, nor worked at F.S.D. 
Madhepura under District Manager, F.C.I. Pumia forwarding 
of his case to the RO/Zo or Flead Quarter for regularisation 
as per the Circular dt. 6.5.87 had no scope. 

FINDING WITH REASONING 

6. In this case WW-1 Awadesh Pd. Singh, the 
workman himself, and MW-1 S.L. Sharma, the then Assistant 
Grade-II Depot Madhepura, as Head Incharge and MW-2 
Ramesh Kr. Sinha, Asstt. Manager (Quality Control), F.C.I. 
as Technical Assistant Gr. I posted at Madhepura Depot in 
the year 1996 in behalf of the Management have been 
examined. 

On going through the materials of both the parties 
as available on the case record, I find that WW-1 Awadesh 
Pd. Singh, the workman himself has though stated to have 
started to work as Casual Worker in the office Shed as well 
as of quality control whenever required as per oral direction 
ofSahaBabu, the Depot Incharge from the year 1981 while 
Sri S.L. Sharma was the Shed Incharge, the Management 
continuously used to pay wages on monthly basis. He 
(WW-1) also claims to have worked under the Management 
for more than 240 days as a casual worker In support of his 
claim the Xerox copies of documents Marked Ext. W-1 series 
on consent of the Management. According to him, he as 
orally ordered by ordered by the Management to stop work 
in the year 1990 without any notice. 

7. The Statement of MW-1 S.L. Sharma, the Assistant 
Grade II Depot posted at Madhepura depot of F.C.I. since 
1983 working as the Head Incharge, is that he knew the 
workman who used to work in the depot as casual worker 
time to time; He worked under Technical Assistant who 
prepared his bill, and he (MW-1) as the depot lncharge 
signed all the bills of all casual workers; and that she 
workman was stopped work in the year 1990 as per recalled. 

The Statement of MW-2 Ramesh Kr. Sinha (the Asstt. 
Manager, F.C.I. Mokama) during his tenure as Technical 
Asstt. Gr.I in the year 1996 proves his ignorance of whether 
the workman worked at Madhepura Depot or not, but 
affirmatively asserted that no question of his appointment 
and dismissal arises, as he worked absolutely on daily rated 
basis, and was not on regular appointment. He has proved 
the payment statement of some workmen (the photo copy 
thereof) as Ext. W-2 under his countersignature. The 
Manager used to provide casual worker to work at Depot 
in exigency. The Statement of Payment of casual worker 
(Ext. W-2^ is related to for the month ofNov., 1983 which 
proves the workman Awadesh Singh had worked only two 
full days @ Rs. 10.34/- per day from 7th to 8th November, 
1983. 

8. On the close study of Extt. W-l series (all photo 
copies of the documents of both the parties proved on 
formal proof), I find the following facts: 


4330 GI/2011—13 
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(i) As per the character certificate dt. 19.10,90 (Extt. 
W-l/3-1/66 both same) issued by the Asstt. Depot 
Superintendent concerned to workman Awadesh 
Singh, he was engaged as Casual Water Carrier 
since 6.2.81 at F.S.D./F.C.I Madhepura, whereas 
the F.C.I. (Food Storage Depot), Madhepura 
(Bihar)’s letter dt. 8.4.85 (a hand written one— 
Extt. W-1) to the District Office concerned relates 
to under SI. No. 3 Sri Awadesh Singh was finally 
engaged in April, 1984 for total 88 days. 
Accordingly the Bill (Extt. W-2) for November, 
1983 denotes the workman to have worked for 2 
full days on the 7th and 8th November, 1983. 

(ii) As per the Bill (Ext. W-1 /4) for payment of Casual 
Labour Nov., 1985 under SI. No. 4, the workman 
worked 1 day full at the rate of his three times 
casual engagement on 2.11.85 for H.Q. work. 

(iii) The casual monthly bills (Ext. W-l/5—) indicates 
that the workman worked for 23 in April, 1988,16, 

18, 18 & 20 days in Sept, to December, 1989 and 

19, 17,18, 21 20, 21, 18, 21 & 20 days in Jan. to 
Sept., 1990 at H.Q. 

None of the documents nor the workman Awadesh 
Prasad Singh as noted in the reference as contrasted with 
aforesaid Awadhesh Singh has proved that he had 
completed these months continuous service with requisite 
qualifications or before 02.05.86 (Circular No. 28/1986) as 
per the F.C.I, H.Q. New Delhi confidential letter dt. 
06.05.1987,24.08.92,10,1993 and 01.11.92 (Extt. W-1/41 to 
44 respectively). Rather, according to District Office 
Pumea’s statement (Extt. W-l/20) and D.M., F.C.I Pumea's 
letter dt. Nil (Extt. W-1 /21) prove non-consideration of case 
of Awadesh Singh with others due to non-receipt of 
particulars number, dates of birth, working time, age at initial 
engagement, whether completed 3 month or as on 02.05.86, 
qualification all Nil was unconsidered by the management. 

9. Moreover, the alleged workman has neither 
pleading nor proof of his continuous service under the 
Management for 240 days in a calendar year or even 3 
months complete service as on 02.05.1986. For termination 
amounting to retrenchment, there should exist master- 
servant relationship between employer and workman. 
Where there is no appointment as per the rules there cannot 
be a legal relationship of master and servant between the 
employer and the workman. Where workman is not 
appointed by competent authority, there cannot be a valid 
and legal relationship of master and servant between that 
establishment and the workman as held in the case of 
Koodamji Service Co-operative Bank Ltd. V. M. M. Lissy 
1993 (67) F.L.R. 1039 (Ker). So no question of termination 
of the workman of its notice under S. 25F of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 to him arisen in this case. 
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On consideration of all the aforesaid facts and law, it 
is held that since the alleged workman Awadesli Prasad 
Singh as Awadhesh Singh was not in continuous service 
for the period of twelve calendar months in a year under 
Sec. 25.B(2) of I.D. Act, 1947 or even for three mor ths as on 
02.5.1986 as per rules of the Management no question of 
action of the Management for alleged termination of his 
service ever arose or arises. Therefore, the workm an is not 
entitled to any relief. Accordingly it is awarded. 

KISHORI RAM, Presiding Officer. 

15 2011 
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New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3543.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award Ref. 7/2006 of 
the Cent. Govt. Indus . Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Jaipur 
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between 
the management of Jawahar Navodaya Vidyalaya, and 
their workmen, received by the Central Government on 
15.11,2011 

No. L-42012/39/2005-IR (CM-II)] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Dest Officer 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRU ;UNALr 
CUM-L ABOUR COURT, JAIPUR 
PRESENT 
N.K. PUROHTT 
PRESIDING OFFICER 
I.D. 7/2006 

Reference No. L-42012/39/2005-IR (CM-II l 
dated: 6.12.2005 

Shri Rambharos Sahana 
S/o Ghasi Lai 
Through Joint Secretary 
H.M.S. Bengali Colony, 

Chhawani, Kota (Raj.) 


i i 
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V/s 

The Principal, 

Jawahar Novodaya Vidyalaya 

Atru, Distt.: Baran (Raj.) 325218 

AWARD 

11.10.2011 

1. The Central Government in exercise of the powers 
conferred under clause (d) of sub section 1 &2( A) of Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 has referred the 
following Industrial dispute to this tribunal for adjudication 
which is as under:— 

’’Whether the action of the Principal, Jawahar 

Navodaya Vidyalaya, Atm, Distt.: Baran-325218 (Raj.) 

in terminating the services of Sh. Ram Bharos S/o 

Sh. Ghasi Lai w.e.f. 1.12.2003 is legal & justified? If 

not, to what relief the workman is entitled to?" 

2. Upon perusal of the record, it appears that claim 
statement on behalf of the workman was filed on 14.2.2006 
& reply to it was filed on 18,4.2006. It also appears that an 
application dated 18.4.2006 on behalf of the non-applicant 
was moved whereby preliminary objection was raised that 
since the non-applicant is not an ’Industry 1 as defined u/s 
2-J of the I.D. Act, the claim of the workman is not 
maintainable & reply to the said application was filed on 
19.3.2010. On the said date the workman also filed his 
rejoinder against the reply filed by the non-applicant. 

3. At the stage of workman’s evidence the workman 
did not appear on 28.5.2010 & 22.7.2010. Adjournments 
were sought on behalf of the workman for filing affidavit in 
evidence & arguments on application. On subsequent dates 
i.e, 15.9.2010& 16.11.2010 again non appeared on behalf of 
the workman therefore, an order was passed on 16.11.2010 
for proceeding ex-party against the workman. On 
subsequent dates 6.1.11,14.3.11,26.5.11,20.7.11,9.8.11, 
29.9.11, none appeared on behalf of the workman. On 4.10.11 
the representative on behalf of the non-applicant submitted 
that since the workman has not adduced any oral or 
documentary evidence to substantiate his claim statement 
therefore, the non-applicant also does not want to lead 
any evidence. Thus, case was reserved for passing award. 

4. The learned representative has submitted that 
since the workman has not adduced any evidence, "No 
Claim Award" may be passed. 

5. Initial burden was on the workman to substantiate 
his claim on the basis of evidence but after filing claim 
statement & rejoinder he did not adduce evidence. Only 
claim statement & reply denying the claim are on the record. 
There is no other material on record to decide the matter on 
merits. It appears that the workman is not willing to contest 
the case further. 


6. Under these circumstances "No Claim Award" is 
passed in this matter. The reference under adjudication is 
answered accordingly. 

7. Award as above 

N.K. Purohit, Presiding Officer 
M 15 2011 

«n» 3544.—sMflPF 3ifappw, 1947 

(1947 14) qft hrt n ^ 3j3*rr»t 3, 
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w OM 244/2000) qft WftRT Wt t, 
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New Delhi,, the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3544. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award Ref. 244/2000 of 
the Cent. Govt . Indus Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, 
NAGPUR as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the Management of WCL and their workmen, 
received by the Central Government on 15/11/2011 

[No. L-22012/28/2000-IR(CM-U)] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE SHRIJJ* CHAND, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CGIT-CUM-LABOUKT COURT, NAGPUR 
Case No. CGIT/NGP/244/2000 Date: 14.10.2011 

Party No. 1 The Sub Area Manager, 

Durgapur open Cast Sub Area of 
Western Coalfields Ltd., PO: 
Durgapur, Distt. Chandrapur (M.S.) 

VERSUS 

Party No. 2 The President, 

Lai Zanda Coal Mmes Mazdoor Union 
Br. Bengali Camp, Mul Road, PO & 
Distt. Chandrapur (M.S.) 

AWARD 

(Dated 14th October, 2011) 

In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of section 10 of 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) ("the Act" in 
short), the Central Government has referred the industrial 
dispute between the employees, in relation to the 
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management of the Sub Area Manager, Durgapur Open 
Cast of WCLO and their workan Shri R.K. Gomase, for 
adjuducation, as per letter No. L-22012/28/2Q00-IR(CM- 
II) dated 04.08.2000, with the following schedule:— 

"Whether the action of the management namely Sub 
Area Manager, Durgapur Open Cast Sub Area of 
Western Coalfields Ltd., in dismissing Sh. R.K. 
Gomase, Ex-Dumper operator, Durgapur Open Cast 
Sub Area ofWCL, is legal and justified? If not, to 
what relief the workman is entitled and from which 
date? What other directions are necessary?' 1 

2. On receipt of the reference, parties were noticed to 
file their respective statement of claim and written statement, 
in response to which, the workman, Shri R.K. Gomase, ("the 
workman" in short) through his union, "Lai Zanda Coal 
Mines Mazdoor Union," ("the union" in short) filed the 
statement of claim and the management of Sub Area 
Manager, Durgapur Open Cast of WCL ("party 
No. 1" in short) filed the written statement. 

The case of the workman as projected by the union 
in the statement of claim is that the workman was appointed 
as a Dumper operator in Durgapur Open Cast Mine ofWCL, 
on 31.01.1989 and his service record was clean and 
unblemished and whkie working as such, the charge sheet 
dated 23.09.1998 was issued against him on the allgation of 
causing grievous injury to one N.R. Ragelwar, operator, by 
negligent driving of Dumpur on 20.09.1998 and he denied 
the charges leveled against him and in the departmental 
enquriy, he was not given reasonable opportunity to defend 
himself and the entire enquiry was conducted in violation 
of the principles of natural justice and copy of the 
proceedings was not supplied to him and the enquiry officer 
based his findings merely on the basis of suspicion, without 
their being any clinching evidence against him and the 
Disciplinary Authority failed to consider the contention 
raised by him and mechanically passed the order of dismissal 
from service and the dismissal order dated 03.06.1999 is 
arbitrary and bad in law and is required to be set aside in 
the interest of justice. 

Prayer has been made to quash and set aside the 
impugned order of dismissal from service dated 03.06.1999 
and to reinstate the workman with continuity in service 
and full back wages. 

3. The party no. 1 has pleaded in the written statement 
inter-alia that the workman was employed as operator 
group B’ at Durgapur Open Cast Mine, before being 
dismissed from service and on 20.01.1998, while he was on 
duty in the 1st shift and operating R-35 Terex Dumper no. 
955, at about 1.50 P.M., he caused a serious accident by 
driving the dumper negligently and thereby causing the 
death of his colleague, N.R. Ragelwar and on account of 
the same, charge sheet dated 23.09.1998 was issued against 
him and he was placed under suspension, pending enquiry’ 


[Part II— Sec.3(u)] 

and the workman was asked to submit his explanation within 
three days of receipt of the charge sheet and he submitted 
his explanation vide his letter dated 26.09.1998, denying 
the charges and as his explanation was found not 
satisfactory, for making enquiry into the charges shri U.R. 
Bagade was appointed as the enquiry officer and the 
enquiry officer started the enquiry on 27.10.1998, after due 
notice to the workman and the enquiry was olosed on 
05.11.1998, in the tenth sitting, with the consent of both 
the parties and the enquiry was conducted by observing 
the principles of natural justice and the workman was given 
full opportunity to put up his defence and he was also 
allowed the assistance of a co-worker and the enquiry officer 
submitted his report to the Supted. of Mines Manager, 
Durgapur Open Cast Colliery on 04.02.1999, holding the 
charges to have been proved against the worlanan and 
while writing his report and recording the findings, the 
enquiry officer analyzed the evidence of the parties adduced 
in the enquiry in a dispassionate and objective manner and 
arrived at a rational and logical finding and the report is not 
based on any extraneous consideration and a copy of the 
enquiry report was furnished to the workman, nde letter 
dated 11.05.1999 of the Suptd. Mines/Manager, asking him 
to submit his representation, if any, within three days of 
the receipt of the same and the workman submitted his 
written representation on 11.05.1999 and as the same was 
found not satisfactory and as the charges proved against 
the workman in a properly conducted departmental enquiry 
were very serious in nature, he was dismissed from services 
on 03.06.1999 and the punishment is an appropriate 
punishment and as such, the workman is not entitled to 
any relief. 

4. The validity of the departmental enquiry was 
decided as a preliminary issue, as this is a case of dismissal 
from services of the workman, after holding a domestic 
enquiry and by order dated 08.05.2007, the enquiry was 
held to be legal and proper and in accordance with the 
principles of natural justice. 

5. In the written notes of argument, it was submitted 
by the learned advocate for the workman that ths findings 
of the enquiry officer show that he has heavily relied upon 
two documnts, copy of spot panchanama and copy of 
dying declaration received from the police department and 
those two documents were admitted in evidence and 
marked as exhibits in the departmental proceedings and 
the workman had no opportunity to cross-examine the 
presenting officer in the matter and as such, it can be held 
that the findings of the enquiry officer are based on 
extraneous and unproved documents and the slid police 
papers were part of the criminal proceeding and the 
workman was fully exonerated from the Criminal offence 
by the JMFC, Chandrapur and the Disciplinary Authority, 
while accepting the findings of the enquiry officer, failed to 
observe that the enquiry officer had relied on the report 
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made by the Director of Mines Safety, the bare perusal of 
which, it can be found that the workman had already been 
held guilty, even before conclusion of the enquiry and the 
workman had no opportunity to meet the conclusions made 
therein and the order of dismissal, based on such extraneous 
and bias report is wholly illegal and arbitrary. It was further 
submitted that this is a case of no evidence and there was 
absolutely no eye witness to substantiate the charges 
leveled against the workman and conclusions wxre drawn 
on the basis of the circumstantial evidence, which consisted 
of the primary report submitted by the Director of Mines, 
copy of spot panchnama and dying declaration issued by 
the police department, against which, workman had no 
opportunity to defend himself and a criminal proceeding 
was initiated against the workman on the same set of 
facts and evidence and the departmental proceeding and 
the criminal case were based on identical and similar set 
of facts and evidence and the workman was acquitted by 
the court of JMFC, Chandrapur from the criminal case by 
judgment dated 12.12.2005 and as such, the order of 
punishment passed against the workman in the 
departmental proceeding is bad in law and cannot be 
sustained. 

In support of such contention, reliance was placed 
by the learned advocate for the workman on the decision 
reported in 2006 (2) SC Service Law Judgments-481 (G.M, 
Tank Vs State of Gujarat). 

6. Per contra, it was submitted by the learned advocate 
for the party on. 1 that in the enquiry, the spot panchnama 
and death certificate and (not dying declarations was 
alleged) were filed by the management representative on 
04.11.1998 in presence of the workman and his co-worker 
and those documents were admitted in evidence and 
marked as exhibits without any objection, from die side of 
the workman and the co-worker of the workman also was 
also permitted asked to put questions to the management 
representative on those two documents, but the co-worker 
of the workman did not ask any question to the management 
representative but on the other hand asked him to produce 
witnesses and as such, it cannot be said that the workman 
had no opportunity to cross-examine the management 
representative and therefor, the submissions made on behalf 
of the workman in this regard are far from the truth and the 
said facts do not go against the principles of natural justice. 
It was further submitted that panchnama and death 
certificate are legal documents and their admissibility in 
the departmental enquiry was not against the law and the 
enquiry officer did not go beyond the records of the 
proceedings and documents filed during the course of the 
enquiry. 

It was further submitted by the learned advocate for 
the party no. 1 that the report of Director of Mines Safety 
was introduced during the cross-examination of the 
workman in the departmental enquiry and the workman did 


not object to its filing and being asked by the enquiry 
officer, he confirmed the receipt of the said report and as a 
rebuttal to the same, he filed his reply, which he had given 
to the Director General of Mines Safety ( M the D.G.M.S" in 
short) and the D.GM.S. is a Statutory Authority under the 
Government of India to enforce Mines Act and Regulations 
framed by the parliament and it is an independent agency 
of the Government and the agency is required to make its 
own investigation in the event of mining accidents and the 
DGMS made investigation of the accident caused by the 
workman inside the mine premises and such investigation 
revealed that the workman had acted in contravention of 
Coal Mines Regulation 1957 and therefore, he was asked 
to explain die conduct and the workman replied to the DGMS 
vide letter dated 13.10.! 998 and the enquiry officer analysed 
the entire evidence adduced before him by the parties thread 
bare and he has given reasonings in support of his findings, 
based on the evidence and he has ret erred about the report 
of DGMS at the fag end of his report and the enquiry' officer 
did not hold the workman guilty, only on the basis of the 
report of DGMS and the document* became part of the 
proceedings and not extraneous factor and as such, the 
report of the enquiry officer cannot be said to be perv erse 
or illegal or biased. It was further submitted by the learned 
advocate tor the parly' no. I that it is clear from the evidence 
of shri Chandankm hede, who was examined as a witness 
by the management in the enquiry that he was a eye witness 
to the occurrence and there are strong circumstantial 
evidence on record to prove the charges against the 
workman and as such, there is no force in the contention 
raised by the learned advocate for the workman that this is 
not a case of no evidence. It was also argued that the 
acquittal of the workman in the criminal case was on 
12.12.2005. where as the order of dismissal was on 03.06.1999, 
much prior to the acquittal in the criminal case and the 
facts and circumstances and evidence of the criminal case 
and the departmental enquiry were not the same and 
witnesses examined in both the proceedings were different 
and the decision cited on behalf of the workman has no 
application and it is clear from the materials on record that 
the findings of the enquiry officer are not perverse and the 
punishment is not shockingly disproportionate to the 
charges and the charges are very serious and the same 
have been proved against the workman in a properly 
conducted departmental enquiry and therefore, the 
punishment of dismissal was perfectly legal and justified. 
In support of such contentions, reliance has placed on the 
decisions reported in 1996 LAB. I.C. 462 (b.C. Chaturvedi 
Vs. Union of India), 2003 LAB I.C. 4158 (V. Ramana Vs. 
APSRTC), 2005 LAB I.C. 854 (Bharat Forge Vs. Uttam 
Manohar) and 2005 LLR 360 (Mahindra and Mahindra Ltd. 
Vs. N.B. Naravade) 

7. First of ail, I will take up the submission made by 
the learned advocate for the workman that the charges 
leveled against the workman are fully demolished by his 
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subsequent acquittal by the criminal court. In this regard, 
the learned advocate for the workman placed on the 
decision of the Hon’ble Apex Court reported in 2006 (2) 
(SC) Services Law Joumal-481 (Supra). The Hon'ble Apex 
Court in the said decision have held that, "Constitution of 
India, Article 311-Prevention of corruption Act, 1947 - 
Section 5 (1) & (5) - Dismissal - Charge of having assets 
disproportionate to his known source of Income-Criminal 
Proceedings and departmental proceedings initiated on 
identical set of facts and similar charge-Employee 
concerned found guilty in departmental enquiry-Dismissed 
from service-Acquitted in criminal case-Evidence and 
witnesses in departmental and ciminal proceeding were 
same-impugned order of dismissal from services quashed." 

However, judging the present case at hand with the 
touch stone of the principles enunciated by the Hon’ble 
Apex Court in the above decision, with respect, I am of the 
view that the said decision has no application to this case, 
as the facts and circumstances of the case are quite different 
from the facts and circumstances of the case referred in the 
said decision. 

On perusal of the charges of the criminal case initiated 
against the workman and the charges in the Disciplinary 
proceeding, it is found that the same are not the same. The 
witnesses examined in both the proceedings are also 
different. Moreover, the order of dismissal was passed on 
03.06.1999, where as the order of acquittal in the criminal 
case was passed on 12.12.2005, about six years after passing 
of the order of dismissal. Moreover, it is found from the 
judgment of the criminal case that as prosecution failed to 
produce the witnesses, the learned court acquitted the 
workman, whereas, in the departmental enquiry, necessary 
witnesses were examined. Hence, I do not find force in the 
contention raised by the learned advocate for the workman. 

8. Before delving into the arena of consideration of 
the other submissions made by the parties, I think it quite 
apposite to mention about the judgment of the Hon’ble 
Apex Court as reported12005 (7) SCC 764 (Ajit Kumar Nag 
Vs. General Manager (PJ), Indian Oil Coiporation Ltd.), 
which has been referred to in the decision mentioned 
above. The Hon’ble Apex Court have held that: 

As far as acquittal of the appellant by a criminal court 
is concerned, in our opinion, the said order does not 
preclude the corporation from taking an action if it 
otherwise permissible. In our judgment, the law is 
fairly well settled. 

Acquittal by a criminal court would not debar an 
employer from exercising power in accordance with Rules 
and Regulations in force. The two proceedings criminal 
and departmental are entirely different. They operate in 
different fields and have different objectives. Whereas the 
object of a criminal trial is to inflict appropriate punishment 
on the offender, the purpose of enquiry proceedings is to 


deal with the delinquent departmental^ and to impose 
penalty in accordance with the service rules. In a criminal 
trial, incriminating statement made by the accused in ce rtain 
circumstances or before certain officers is to ally 
inadmissible in evidence. Such strict rules of evidences and 
procedure would not apply to departmental proceedings. 
The degree of proof which is necessary to order a 
conviction is different from the degree of proof necessary 
to record the commission of delinquency. The rule relating 
to appreciation of evidence in the two proceedings is also 
not similar. In criminal law, burden of proof is or the 
prosecution and unless the prosecution is able to prove 
the guilt of the accused ’’beyond reasonable doubt’, he 
cannot be convicted by a court of law. In a departmental 
enquiry, on the other hand, penalty can be imposed on the 
delinquent officer on a finding recorded on the bas s of 
"preponderance of probability". Acquittal of the appe lant 
by a judicial Magistrate, therefore, does not ipso facto 
absolve him from the liability under the disciplinary 
jurisdiction of the corporation. Therefore, the contention 
of the appellant that since he was acquitted by a criminal 
court, the impugned order dismissing him from service 
deserves to be quashed and set aside, cannot be upheld." 

The judgment of (Ajit Kumar Nag Vs. GM. (PJ) 
(Supra) is a judgment of a Bench of three Hon’ble Judges 
of the Hob'ble Apex Court and squarely applies to the 
present case at hand. 

9. So far the contentions raised by the learned 
advocate for the workman that the enquiry officer has hi ised 
his report on extraneous materials and therefore the same 
is perverse and that this is a case of no evidence and as 
such, interference can be made in regard to the punishment 
are concerned, after going through the evidence on record 
including the documents relating to the departmental 
enquiry, I find that there is no force in the said contentions. 
The three documents i.e. the spot panchnama, death 
certificate (not dying declaration as alleged on behal f of 
the workman) and report of the director General of Mines 
Safety were tendered in evidence during the departmental 
proceeding in presence of the workman and his co-worker 
and they were admitted in evidence without any objection 
from the side of the workman and as such, referring about 
the said documents by the enquiry officer in his report 
cannot be held to be placing reliance on extraneous 
materials. 

It is also found from the record of the departmental 
proceedings that M.W.l, Chandankhede has been 
examined as an eye witness to prove the charges leveled 
against the workman. It is also found that there was strong 
circumstantial evidence against the workman. So, the 
findings of the enquiry officer, basing on such evidence 
cannot be said to be perverse. It is clear from the material 
on record that this is not a case of no evidence. 

The punishment of dismissal from services pasted 
against the workman also cannot be said to be 
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disproportionate to the grave"misconducts committed by 
the workman and which have been proved in a properly 
conducted departmental enquiry. Hence, there is no 
question of interference with the punishment. Hence, it is 
ordered:— 

ORDER 

The action of the management namely Sub Area 
Manager, Durgapur Open Cast Sub Area of Western 
Coalfields Ltd., in dismissing Sh. R,1C Gomase, Ex-Dumper 
operator, Durgapur Open Cast Sub Area of WCL, is legal 
and justified. The workman is not entitled for any relief. 

J.P. CHAND, Presiding Officer 
M 15 W3R, 2011 

4fWn» 3545—sfnsnfn^ 144T4 1947 

(1947 4TT 14) 4ft 4TCT 17 ^ 3PJHT^ ft 
4*4>TC ^ t4T 3fl4> 44^ 444 44 ft 

ft?T5 f-f^ 44 i) ftfa Tfft ft ft4 31344 ft 

fftf^e aftftlPl* f44T4 ft ft^ft4 474TK ftlfttfw 3?fc 
T4Tr°T 44^ ft ftW (44ft ft44T 23/2009 ) 4ft 
iWTfvra 4*ft t, ft ftft4 4T4K 4ft 15-11-2011 
4T4T 411 

fW ft”-1201 l/69/2008-3TT^»3m<'( ft-I)] 

TftTT fftf, ft*4? 3lfa4>lA 
New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 
S.O. 3545. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award Ref. 23/2009 of 
the Cent Govt. Indus . Tribunal-cum-Labour Court , Jaipur 
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between 
the management of State Bank of Bikaner <£ Jaipur and 
their workmen, received by the Central Government on 
15/11/2011. 

[No.- L-1201 l/69/2008-IR(B-I)] 
RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

IRIK dfllftpl* HR ^kiRlW, 

R° 23/2009 

# ^ ^ fitter 

'll 

Ro (WtR! #> L-1201 l/69/2008-IR(B-I) 

1/07/2009 

The General Secretary, 

Rajasthan State Bank Emp. Welfare Forum, 
Chaturvediu Bhavan, Indra Colony, 

Alwar. (Raj.) 


V/s 

The Dy. General Manager, 

State Bank of Bikaner & Jaipur, 

C-54, Sarojini Marg, C-Scheme, 

Jaipur. (Raj.) 

3TT4f 4ft TTC4T ft : ft4T-4ft(4 4rtft4Tft 
3T5n«ff 4ft 1T4> ft : ft 3TR“ ft® ftf 

H'qie 

20/10/2011 

1947 ^ ^RT 10 (R) ^ 

(4>41 J l4l RII 

’’Whether the action of the management of State Bank 
of Bikaner & Jaipur through Branch Manager, Alwar 
is not giving the permanent status of part-time sub- 
staff to Shri Jitendra Bhargava as per existing scheme 
of the bank, is just and fair? If not, what relief the 
workman is entitled to and from which date?" 

3n*if m 29 / 04/2010 

form m\ 4/8/2010 -StgrR 
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iroff % ^ <R*r 
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New Delhi the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3546,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award Ref 37/2010 of the 
Cent . Govt. Indus . Tribunal-cum-Labour Court, Chennai 
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between 
the management of State Bank of India and their workmen, 
received by the Central Government on 15/11/2011. 

[N.-L-12012/28/2010-IR (B-I)] 

RAMESH SINGH, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL 

1RIBUN.AL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHENNAI 
Monday, the 26th September, 2011 

PRESENT: 

A.N. JANARDANAN 
Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 37/2010 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
claused (d) of sub section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 fl 4 of 1947], 
between the Management of the State Bank of India and 
their workman) 

BEIAVEEN 

Sri K. Mookan 1 st Party/Petitioner 

AND 

TheAssitt. General Manager : 2nd Party/Respondent 
State Bank of India, 


Region-Ill Zonal Office, 

McDonalds Road 
Trichy-620001 

APPEARANCE 

For the Petitioner Sri S. Vaidyanathan, Advocate 

For the Management Shri V. R. Gopalarath lam, 

Advocate 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide its 
Order No. L-12012/28/2010-IR(B-I) dated 04.11.2010 ref jrred 
the following Industrial Dispute to this Tribuna for 
adjudication. 

The schedule mentioned in that order is: 

"Whether the action of the management of State Bank 
of India, in discharging Sri K. Mookan from seivice 
is legal and justified? If not, what relief the workman 
is entitled to?" 

2. After the receipt of Industrial Dispute the Tribunal 
has numbered it as ID 37/2010 and issued notice to both 
sides. Both sides entered appearance through their 
respective counsel and filed their Claim and Counter 
Statement as the case may be. 

3. The Claim Statement contentions briefly rerd as 
follows: 

Petitioner Mookan while was working as Messenger 
at Murukkeri branch on 23.09.2004 was suspended pending 
enquiry for acts of gross misconduct allegedly committed 
while he was at Sirupakkam branch. After a year he was 
charge sheeted on 16.11.2005 with 9 charges which were 
not to his awareness under Clause-5(j) of 10.04.2002 
Settlement, which he denined in his explanation dated 
22.11.2005. An enquiry was conducted and a report was 
submitted on 03.11.2006 holding charges (i) & (lii) to have 
been proved. Charge (v) was partly proved and rest o f the 
charges as not proved. Disciplinary Authority proposed 
the punishment of discharge with superannuation benefits 
i.e., P.F. and Gratuity which was imposed. On 24.12.2007 
appeal was rejected. On 22.12.2008 ID raised having ended 
in failure the reference is occassioned. The orders are invalid 
having emanated from two different functionaries viz. 
Regional Manager and the other Asstt. General Manager. 
The enquiry was against the principles of natural justice. 
Charges (i), (lii) and (v) are vague and lacked clarity. Fin iing 
is on the basis of surmises and conjectures and not on 
concrete evidence but is on declared preponderance of 
probability. Enquiry Officer wrongly concluded that 
petitioner remitted only a sum of Rs. 11,680/- to close the 
earlier loan on 20.04.2002. He did not state how remittance 
of Rs. 11,680/- is a misconduct. That charge should not 
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rest on subsequently fabricated documents was not taken 
note of by the Enquiry Officer. Enquiry is not fair and proper. 
Defence objections were not considered. There is no 
application of mind. Punishment on perverse finding is 
harsh and discriminatory. He has unblemished past record 
of service and has been without employment. The 
punishment is to be interfered under Section-11A of the ID 
Act. He may be reinstated with all benefits. 

4. Counter statement allegations briefly read as 
follows: 

The petitioner fully participated in the enquiry and 
there is no violation of principles of natural justice. The 
authorities were duly designated by the administrative 
authority. Petitioner had opportunity to peruse records and 
he had also been given all documents. Petitioner fully 
understood the purport of the charges. There is no 
vagueness or lack of clarity in the charges. It is denied that 
the authorities failed to consider petitioner’s submissions 
before passing orders. It is demied that they have not 
applied their minds. It is denied that the findings are 
perverse or punishment a harsh. The confidence on the 
petitioner is reduced. He does not deserve any sympathy. 
The claim is to be dismissed. 

5. Points for consideration are: 

(i) Whether the discharge of Sri K. Mookan from 
service is legal and justified? 

(ii) To what relief the petitioner is entitled? 

6. Evidence consists of Ex.Wl to Ex.W9 on the 
petitioner's side and Ex.Ml to Ex,M3 on the Respondent’s 
side, both sets marked on consent with no oral evidence 
on either side. 

Points (i) & (ii) 

7. Heard both sides. Perused the records and 
documents. On behalf of the petitioner his learned counsel 
contended that the dispute involved is one apt to be a 
dispute only between the workman and the customer and 
not interse the workman and the bank. He was awarded the 
punishment of discharge from service with superannuation 
benefits. But he having had not completed 50 years of age 
and not rendered 20 years of service by then became 
disentitled to get his pensioner/ benefits. If the suspension 
period be treated as duty he would complete 50 years of 
age and if he be reinstated he will qualify for pension 
benefits. Ex.W6 to Ex.W8 are appreciation letters issued 
by the bank to the petitioner for being instrumental in 
bringing deposits amounting to lakhs into the bank during 
1999 and 2000. He hails from a poor family. He has 3 children 
and a wife to support. His second son is a physically 
handicapped. 


8. Contra arguments advanced on behalf of the 
Respondent's learned counsel are that though his past 
conduct is good in order to interfere with the punishment 
the same has to be found to be shockingly disproportionate 
to the gravity of the offenede. 

9. There is no reason to hold that the enquiry held is 
not fair and proper. The conclusion and the finding that 
the workman is guilty of the proved charges viz. 2-1/2 
charges out of total 8 charges are also sound and proper 
and are not perverse as alleged. Therefore, the finding that 
the workman is guilty is only to be upheld and I do so. 

10. Now coming to the punishment, the question is 
whether the sme is liable to be interfered with for any reason. 
The two grounds under which the scope of power of this 
Tribunal extends to interfere in the punishment invoking 
Section-11A of the ID Act are (i) if and when the punishment 
is disproportionate to the gravity of the offence and (ii) it 
also extends for any other good or valid reason as has 
been held by the Apex Court in a catena of decisions. 

— The first ground of a punishment being 
disproportionate to the gravity of the offence 
cannot be attracted to the given facts of the case 
concerning the workman because the misconduct 
proved committed by him is serious and which 
cannot be met with lenient punishment. He has 
committed fraud and misappropriated money to 
be remitted to the bank collected from customer 
for the purpose. This cannot be lightly viewed by 
the bank. Though there is no loss to the bank that 
is not a relevant consideration to impose lenient 
punishment. It is not only a misconduct but also 
the propensity to commit the grave misconduct 
like this, which is to be punished. So on the first 
ground petitioner cannot get lesser punishment 
than what is imposed. 

— Then under the next ground whether the petitioner 
is entitled to any reduced punishment falls for 
consideration. It is not disputed that petitioner 
has had unblemished and good past record of 
service. He has been appreciated for having 
mobilized deposits into the bank running into 
lakhs of rupees. He is shown to be hailing from a 
poor family with 3 children of whom one is 
physically handicapped. The misconduct on hand 
is the only instance of his single lapse from virtue 
by which on the spur of a moment he happened 
to be miscarried away to perpetrate the 
wrongdoing which he has later made good. The 
concern of the bank is that by his act confidence 
on him has ben reduced and he cannot be allowed 
to continue in service. Aimed at that the 
Management has adopted, presumably a 
punishment of discharge from service with 
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superannuation benefits so as to enable him to 
be entitled to the superannuation benefits which 
may include the pensionery claims as well instead 
of an outright dismissal from service which might 
entail in a capital punishment putting him in economic 
death. Discernibly, when the purpose of the 
Management was to make him entitled to the receipt 
of pensionery benefits as well by punishing him by 
discharge with superannuation benefits it might 
have lost sight of the fact that he might not get 
pensionery benefits owing to his having not 
completed 50 years of age and having not rendered 
20 years of service which together alone qualify him 
for eligibility for pensionery benefits. Therefore, 
conceding to the arguments of the learned counsel 
for the petitioner I am led to hold that the punishment 
could be interfered with by modifying and reducing 
the punishment appropriately. 

In the circumstances, it is deemed just and proper 
that there may be an order to reinstate him into service 
forthwith with continuity of service but without back 
wages. If he is reinstated pursuant to this direction the 
Management will be at liberty to impose upon him a 
punishment of withholding of increments for five years 
without cumulative effect. Invoking this Tribunal’s power 
to mould its own procedure and shape relief in the interest 
of justice also availing its power to interfere with the 
punishment for any other "good and valid reasons" other 
than the ground of proportionality alone even if the 
Management knew well that petitioner would not get 
pension benefits while imposed the punishment as an 
extended impact of the punishment impugned herein viz. 
discharge with superannuation benefits it is ordered that 
the Management will be at liberty to enforce the said 
punishment of discharge on any day or after at which the 
petitioner acquires for himself the prescribed qualifying 
service for eligibility of pension and also attains the 
prescribed minimum age for eligibility for pensionery 
benefits or the Management may allow to continue him in 
service until his normal superannuation age as it deems 
proper. Ordered accordingly. 

11. The reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 26th September, 2011) 

A.N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer 
WITNESSES EXAMINED: 

For the 1 st Party/Petitioner None 

For the 2nd Party/Management . None 

Documents Marked : 

On the Petitioner's side 


[ Part II 
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ExJNo. Date Description 


EjlNo, Date 

Ex.Wl 19.05.1986 

E\.W2 12.02.1992 


Description 


Appointment ordpr of the 
petitioner 


Order issued by 
regarding con vers 
petitioner as Mesii 


the Bank 
jon of the 
enger 


Ex.W3 16.11.2005 

Ex.W4 24.12.2007 


Ex.W5 22.12.2008 


Charge sheet issu 
Respondent 


ed to the 


Order of theDisc iplinary 
Authority with covering 
letter. 


Order of the Appellate 
Authority with Covering 
letter 


Ex.W6 

09.08.1999 

Ex.W7 

10.03.2000 

Ex.W8 

25.04.2000 

Ex.W9 

17.09.2010 


On the Management's side 


E\.No. Date 


E\.M1 16.11.2005 


Appreciation letter issued 
by the Bank to the petitioner 

Appreciation letter issued 
by the Bank to the petitioner 

Appreciation letter issued 
by the Bank to the petitioner 


Representation 
petitioner to the 
to the Government 


of the 
Secretary 
of India. 


Description 


Disciplinary proceedings in 
term of Memorandum of 
Settlement dated 10.04.2002 


Ex.M2 — 

ExM3 07.06.2006 


Exhibits of Disc 
proceedings. 


iplinary 


E^Circular from P&HRD, 
Corporate Centre-Mumbai 


No. CDO/P&HR 


D-IR/7/ 


2007-06 to all branches/ 
offices of State Bank of 
India. 


^ 15 2011 
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3 *FFR aMfn^r 3 tT^ttw # 

737? (^4 43/2011) 3?t 3J3Frf$RT 3Rcfr % ^ i*$<{ 

TR3FR ^ 15—11—2011 ^T 3T<T JflT 311 

[*^*<>-41011/131/2010-3^ 3ITC (3t-I)] 
T*m fftf, 3rf*PFTft 

New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3547. —In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award Ref 43/2011 of 
the Cent. Govt. Indus. Tribunal-cum-Labour Court , 
Chennai as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute 
between the management of Southern Railway and their 
workmen, received by the Central Government on 
15/11/2011 

[No. -L-41011/131/2010-IR (B-I)] 
Ramesh Singh, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEPORETHE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
CHENNAI 

Friday, the 14th October, 2011 

PRESENT : A.N. Janardanan 
Presiding Officer 

Industrial Dispute No. 43/2011 

[In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
clause (d) of subjection (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), between 
the Management of Southern Railway and their Workman] 

BETWEEN 

The Branch Secretary : 1 st Party/Petitioner 

Dakshin Railway Employees 
Union (CITU) 

145-1/A, Ettayapuram Road 
Tuticorin-628002 

Vs. 

The Division Personnel Manager : 2nd Party/ 

Respondent 

Southern Railway, 

Divisional Office 
Personnel Branch 
Madurai. 

APPEARANCE: 

For the 1st Party/Petitioner : SetEx-parte 

For the 2nd Party/Management: SriP Srinivasan, Advocate 


AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide its 
order No. L-41011/131/2011-IR(B-I) date 18.05.2011 referred 
the following Industrial Dispute to this tribunal for 
adjudication. 

The schedule mentioned in that order is: 

"Whether the action of the management of Southern 
Railway, Madurai in placing Sri K, Murugeshan, 
Technician Grade-Ill with the seniority quota 
employees instead to Serving Employees Quota in 
the Seniority List, is legal and justified? To what relief 
the workman is entitled?” 

2. After the receipt of Industrial Dispute, this Tribunal 
has numbered it as ID 43/2011 and issued notices to both 
sides, twice to the petitioner but who did not enter 
appearance and therefore has eventually been called absent 
and set ex-parte. Second Party entered appearance. Needless 
to say no Claim Statement has been filed showing the 
bundle of facts or claims underlying the claim made under 
reference. The claim of the petitioner does not stand 
supported by any pleadings to substantiate the demand 
with any evidence let in by the petitioner 1 st party who has 
chosen to remain absent thereby not prosecuting the claim. 

3. In the Memo of Objection filed on behalf of the 
Respondent it is stated that the petitioner appears to be 
not interested in the adjudication since his grievance has 
been redressed. The ID may be dismissed. Though it is 
claimed by the Management that the grievance of the 
concerned workman stands redressed and has been averred 
to that effect in the Memo of Objection the same does not 
stand substantiated by any evidence. Whatever it be for 
the absence of the petitioner to substantiate his claim the 
reference is only to be answered against him and in favour 
of the Management. Therefore as to placing Sri. K. 
Murugeshan, Technician Grade-III with the seniority quota 
employees instead of serving employees quota in the 
seniority list whether is legal and justified is answered in 
the affirmative against the workman. 

4. The reference is answered accordingly. 

(Directed to the P.A. transcribed and typed by him. 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 14th October, 2011) 

A.N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer 

WITNESS EXAMINED: 

For the 1 st Party/Petitioner None 

For the 2nd Party/Management None 

DOCUMENTS MARKED:— 

ON THE PETITIONER'S SIDE 
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EjlNo. Date Description 

No 

On the Management's side 

EilNo. Date Description 

No 

M farcft, 15 2011 

3548—sfrsflfoF arfvfWT, 1947 
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WI 3ft 15/11/2011 33 3F7T £3TT 311 

[3- T^-22012/279/2007-31^ 3JR (fft-II)] 
9ftpT3Rl 713, ft73> 3ft33Ilft 

New Delhi, The 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3548,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award Ref. 11/2009 of 
the Cent. Govt. Indus. Tribunal-cum-Labour Court] Jaipur 
as shown in the Annexure, in the industrial dispute between 
the management of Food Corporation of India, and their 
workmen, received by the Central Government on 
15/11/2011 

[No.-L-22012/279/2007-IR(IR] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, DESK OFFICER 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JAIPUR 

Presiding Officer 
Sh. N.K. Purohit 

LD. 11/2009 

Reference No. L-22012/279/2007 [IR(CM-II)] dated: 
20.11.2007 

Shri Maddu Ram Meena 
S/o Shri Morepal Meena 
R/o Vill. & Post Dhamon Khurd 
Sawaimadbopur (Raj.) 

V/s. 

The Regional Manager 
Food Corporation of India 
Distt. Office. Chavani Chauraha 
Kota (Raj.) 


Representatives 

For the workman Sh. N.L. Agrawal 

For the management : Sh. R.K. Sham a 

AWARD 
14.10.2011 

1. The Central Government in exercise of the powers 
conferred under Clause (d) of Sub Section 1 & 2;A) of 
section 10 of the Indsutrial Disputes Act. 1947 has re terred 
the Indsutrial dispute to this tribunal for adjudication which 
runs as under:— 

”Whether the actions of the management of Food 
Corporation of India in terminating the services of 
Shri Maddu Ram Meena vide Order dated 11.1.2007 
is legal and justified? if not, to what relief is the 
workman entitled?'' 

2. The workman in his claim statement has pleaded 
that he was engaged as daily wages employee by the non¬ 
applicant w.ef 1.11.88. His services were terminated on 
31.5.93 therefore, he raised industrial dispute whici was 
referred to this Tribunal & award was passed on 30.6 .2000 
for his reinstatement with continuous service & back wages 
from the date of raising dispute before the Concit ation 
Officer. He has further pleaded that vide SB civi writ 
petition No. 4329/2000 the said award was challenged which 
was dismissed on 16.8.05, & the Special Appeal (Wri:) No. 
880/205 against the aforesaid order dated 16.8.05 was also 
dismissed on 20.10.05. The SLP (writ) NO. 4238/2006 filed 
before the Hon'ble Supreme Court was dismissed on 10 3.06. 
Thereafter, the non-applicant delivered a cheque dated 
2.6.06 for Rs. 75260/- to the workman on 3.6.06 & hi: was 
told that payment relates to the period between 17.3.97 to 
5.9.03 & he was taken on duty w e.f 9.6.06. 

3. The workman has alleged that non-applicant No. 2 
has again terminated his services on 11.2.07 & an amount 
of Rs. 8621/- has been paid to him vide cheque dated 11.1.07 
stating that his services were not required due to renting 
out of the godown of FCI buffer complex Storage Dspot, 
Sawaimadhopur. The workman has claimed that le is 
entitled for retrenchment compensation for wages o 7 270 
days calculating on the basis of 18 years comp eted 
continous service @ 15 days per year w.e.f 1.11.68 to 
11.1.07. Whereas as per details of amount of cheque jiven 
in the aforesaid order dated 11.1.07 he was paid one month 
advance pay Rs. 2190/- Retrenchment comensation am ount 
Rs. 5774/- & wages for 11 days of January 2007 Rs. 657/-. 
Thus, while terminating has services a total amount of 
Rs. 8621/- was paid through aforesaid cheque. The 
compensation has not been paid as per award & provision 
under clause (b) of section 25-F of I.D. Act. The workman 
has prayed that the impugned order dated 11.1.07 b j set 
aside & relief of reinstatement with all consequential 
benefits be granted. 





[Will —wrz 3(ii)] 


:tW«K 10, 2011/3TOFm 19, 1933 


9005 


4. The Management in its reply has contended that 
cheque for Rs. 75,260/- Was given to the workman and he 
was taken on duty w,e.f. 9.6,06 and he was made payment 
till the date of retrenchment i.e. 11.1.07. The management 
has further contended that award passed by the CG1T, 
Jaipur dated 30.6.2000 was followed and after complying 
the due process of law u/s 25-F of the ID. Act before 
retrenchment due wages, one month advance wage along 
with compensation have been given to the workman. 
Therefore the workman has no legal right for challenging 
his retrenchment and he is not entitled to any relief. 

5. In rejoinder, apart from reiterating his earlier 
averments made by him in the claim statement it has been 
pleaded by the workman that the non-applicant has not 
paid retrenchment compensation for 18 years continuous 
service of the workman as per law as well as notice has not 
been issued to the appropriate government hence, the 
retrenchment order dated 11.1.07 is not sustainable and 
deserves to be quashed. 

6. In evidence, the workman has filed his affidavit. In 
rebuttal, the management has filed counter affidavit of Shri 
Jagdish chand Meena, Area Manager, F.C.I., Kota. 

7 In documentary' evidence, the workman has filed 
documents Ex-I to Ex-9 whereas the management has 
produced Ex-D-1 to Ex-D-6 in support of their respective 
cases. 

8. In view of the pleading of both the sides following 
questions crop-up for consideration: 

1. Whether the services of the workman w'ere 
retrenched vide order dated 11.1.07 without 
complying with the mandatory provisions of 
clause (b) of section 25-F of the ID. Act? 

D. Whether in compliance of clause (c) of the 25-F of 
the ID.Act, notice in prescribed manner has not 
been served on the appropriate government? 

111. Whether termination of the workman is in violation 
of Section 25-F of ID. Act? 

Point No. I. 

9. The workman in his affidavit has admitted that an 
amount ofRs. 75260/- was paid to him by cheque on 2.6.06 
but he has alleged that the management did not make him 
payment of retrenchment compensation for wages of 270 
days which was to be calculated on the basis of 1 8 year's 
continuous service completed @15 days per year w.e.f 
1 . 11.88 to 11.1.2007 since he has been treated in continuous 
service vide award dated 30.6.2000. In cross examination 
he has stated that the total number of working days i.e. 

1022 days shown in the record of the committee constituted 
for computation of the amount of compensation is not 
correct as he had worked for more than 1022 days. 


10. The management witness Shri Jagdish Chand 
Meena, Area Manager, FCI has stated that serv ices of the 
workman were discharged vide order dated 11.1.07. The 
claimant was also paid a cheque dated 11T .07 for Rs. 8621/- 
which include compensation of Rs. 5774/- plus one month 
advance salary of Rs. 2190/- in lieu of notice as well as 
salary of January, 2007 from 1.1.07 to 11.1.07 Rs. 657/- (for 9 
days). Ex-D-4 dated 12.1.2007 is the receipt of fne aforesaid 
cheque ExD-3. He has further stated that the compensation 
so paid was c alculated by a constituent committee of three 
officers and was also pre audited. He has also stated that 
the services of the workman were discharged because the 
godowns of non-applicant were lying vacant and were 
handed over to the CWC on rental basis. 1 he workman has 
accepted discharge oMer dated 11.1.07 along with cheque 
without any written protest. There is nothing outstanding 
of the workan against the non applicant & his claim is 
infructuous. He has funner stated that as per award the 
compensation is not payable for the penod 30.5.93 to 16.3.97 
therefore, for fne said period amount has not been paid. 

11. Admittedly, award dated 30.6.2000 (Ex-1) was 
passed by this tribunal in favour of the workman & writ 
petition, filed against the said award was dismissed vide 
order dated 16.8.05 (Ex-2), the D.B. special appeal & petition 
for SEP appeal were also dismissed vide ordeis dated 
20.10.05 (Ex-3) & 10.3.06 (Ex-4) respectively. It is not in 
dispute that services of the workman were terminated vide 
termination order dated 11.1.07 (Ex-7) & at the time of 
termination by the said order one month pay amounting to 
Rs. 2190/-&11 days’ pay of January, 07 amounting to 
Rs. 657/- Sc an amount of Rs. 5774/ ■ has been paid against 
compensation through cheque Ex-D-2 amounting to 
Rs. 8621/- in all. 

12. Learned representative on behalf of the workman 
has contended that compensation u/s 25-(b) of ID. Act 
has not been calculated correctly as per law. He has further 
contended that though in award (Ex-I) dated 30.6.2000, the 
back wages were allowed from the date of raising dispute 
before the Conciliation Officer but as per award workman 
has been treated in continuous service of the management. 
Therefore, the compensation was to be paid by calculating 
the services of the workman for 18 years 2 months & 7 
days i.e. for the period w,e.f 1.11.88 till 11.1.2007. The pay 
of the workman was Rs. 2190/- therefore, resultant pay for 
one day comes to Rs. 84.23 after dividing the pay by the 26 
working days. Thus, 15 days average pay would be Rs. 
1263.46 & this amount of one year should have been 
multiplied by 18 years of continuous service which would 
have been Rs. 22742.30. Against the aforesaid amount, the 
management made payment ofRs. 5774/- only. Since, the 
management has not complied with the mandatory 
provision of section 25-(b) therefore; the retrenchment of 
the workman is illegal. 
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13. Per contra, the learned representative for the 
management ha* ur ged that the compensation was worked 
out by a committee of three officers & was pre audited & 
on the basis of that amount Rs. 5552/- was paid as 
compensation. In view of the terms of award compensation 
was not to be calculated for the period 31.5.93 to 16.3. 97. 
Therefore, the provision of clause of (b) of section 25-F 
has been fully complied with. 

14,1 have given my thoughtful consideration on the 
rival submissions on both the sides. 

15. Section 25-F envisages that no workman 
employed in any industry who has been in continuous 
service for not less than one year under an employer shall 
be retrenched by that employer until:— 


(iii) In the case of daily-paid workman, in the txyelve 
full working days. 


pay 

for 

ete 


Proceeding the date on which the average 
becomes payable, if the workman had worked 
three complete calendar months or four 
weeks or twelve full working days, as the case 
be, and where such calculation cannot be mad^ 
average pay shall be calculated as the average 
wages payable to a workman during the period he 
actually worked;] 


may 

the 

dfthe 


IS. In decision (2007) 1 SCC (L&S) 792 Guru 
Jambheshwar University V/s Dharmpal the question i nder 
consideration was whether Labour Court was correct in 


a. the workman has been given one month's notice 
in writing indicating the reasons for retrenchment 
and the period of notice has expired, or the 
workman has been paid in lieu of such notice, 
wages for the period of the notice; 

b. the workman has been paid, at the time of 
retrenchment, compensation which shall be 
equivalent to fifteen days’ average pay for every 
completed year of continuous service or any part 
thereof in excess of six months; and 

c. notice in the prescribed manner is served on the 
appropriate Government for such authority as may 
be specified by the appropriate Government by 
notification in the official Gazette. 

16. As per clause (b) of the section 25-F, the workman 
is to be paid at the time of retrenchment, compensation 
which shall be equivalent to fifteen days’ average pay for 
every completed year of continuous service or any part 
thereof in excess of six months. 

17. The "average pay" has been defined u/s 2(aaa) 
as under:— 

'Average pay 1 means the average of the wages 

payable to a workman— 

(i) In the case of monthly paid workman, in the three 
complete calendar months. 

(ii) In the case of weekly paid workman, in the four 
complete weeks. 


computing the amount of retrenchment compensation 
the basis that one month's days average pay of 
respondent therein should have been calculated by divi 
his monthly salary by 26. Hon’ble Apex Court has hel(. 
average pay has been defined in section 2(aaa) of the 
therefore, it has to be determined strictly in accordai 
whth the said provision & not on the basis of 
hypothetical calculation. Hon'ble Court further hel<^ 
the concept of 26 working days was evolved having n 
to the definition of the word w'ages as given in sectio|i 
of the Payment of Gratuity Act, there is no warrai 
justification for importing the principle of 26 working 
for determining the compensation which is payable in 
of section 25-F (b) of the Act. As per decision one 
average pay should be calculated by dividing mo 
salary by 30 & not by 26 & the quotient so arrived sh|oi 
have been multiplied by 15. 


19. In the background of above legal provisions & 
propositions the factual scenario in the present case is to 
be examined. 


20. In the present matter, the management has 
the compensation amount on the basis of report 
committee dated 8.12.06 (Ex-D-5) w'hich was consti 
for the purpose of computing the compensation pa 
under clause (b) of section 25-F of the ID. Act in 
of award of the Tribunal dated 30.6.2000 (Ex-1). 
Committee in its report has calculated the amou 
compensation as per details given in the chart below 


the 


on 
the 
iding 
that 
Act 
nee 
^ome 
that 
egard 
n(s) 
or 
days 
terms 
day’s 
nthly 
iuld 


given 
the 
ljuted 
lyable 
ight 
The 
Jit of 


Calendar 

year 

Total 

working 

days 

Rate of 
daily 
wages 

Average wages of 
the year 

Averages wages of Average wages oi 
one months’ fifteen days 

(compensation 
amount) 

1988 

34 

14 

476—6 months 

80 

40 

1989 

96 

20 

1920—6 months 

320 

160 

1990 

292 

20 

5840 

487 

244 

1991 

240 

25 

6000 

500 

250 


I ' I • *1 
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Calendar 

year 

Total 

working 

days 

Rate of 
daily 
wages 

Average wages of 
the year 

Averages wages of Average wages of 
one months' fifteen days 

(compensation 
amount) 

1992 

240 

35 

8400 


700 

350 

1993 (to 
30.5.1993) 

120 

35 

4200—6 months 

700 

350 

As per the decision of the CGIT no relief has been given to the workman from the date of his termination 31.5.93 to 
16.3 .97. Therefore, compensation is not payable. 

1997 (from 
17.3.97) 

190 

32 

6080 


507 

254 

1998 

240 

32 

7680 


640 

320 

1999 

210 

32 

6720 

8520 

710 

355 


30 

60 

1800 




2000 

240 

60 

14400 


1200 

600 

2001 

240 

60 

14400 


1200 

600 

2002 

240 

60 

14400 


1200 

600 

2003 

163 

60 

9780 

15000 

1250 

625 


87 

60 

5220 




2004 

36 

60 

2160 

6048 

504 

252 


54 

72 

3888 




2005 

23 

71 

1656—6 months 

276 

138 

2006 (to 
30.11.06) 

136 

73 

9928 


828 

414 






Total 

5552/- 


21. It is not in dispute that the workman was paid an 
amount of Rs. 8621/- vide cheque no, 722843 dated 11.1.2007. 
The workman has admitted that the amount was paid to 
him as per detail below:— 

One month advance pay ; Rs. 2190/- 

Wages for 11 days of January 2007 : Rs. 657/- 

Retrenchment compensation amount to Rs. 5774/- 

22. Earlier the services of the workman were 
terminated on 31.5.93 which is challenged after raising 
industrial dispute & this Tribunal vide its award dated 
30.6,2000 held his termination as illegal being in violation 
of the Act. While reinstating the services of the workman 
the back wages have been granted from the date of raising 
dispute to the date of reinstatement with continuity of the 
service. 

23. Admittedly, the management has excluded the 
period from 31.5.93 to 16.3.97 i.e . from date of termination 
to date of raising dispute by the workman. The contention 


on behalf of the management that as per the terms of the 
award no compensation was to be calculated for the said 
period is not sustainable. As per award the said period was 
excluded only for back wages taking into consideration 
the delay in raising diuspute. The workman has been 
reinstated & it has been categorically mentioned in the 
aw'ard that the services of the workman shall be deemed to 
be in continuity. Therefore, the services of the workman 
are in continuity w.e.f. the date of his termination i.e. 
31.5.1993 to date of reinstatement. As per report of the 
Committee constituted for computation of the compensation 
the said period i.e . 31.5.93 to 16.3.97 has not been 
considered for calculation therefore, the 15 day's average 
pay has not been calculated for the said period. The 
management has wrongly excluded the said period for 
computation of the compensation. 

24. Apart from this average pay has not been 
calculated as per provisions of section 2(aaa) of the l.D. 
Act. The average of the wages payable to a workman were 
to be calculated on the basis of three complete calendar 
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months in the case of monthly paid workman, four complete 
weeks in the case of weekly paid workman & 12 full working 
days in the case of daily paid workman preceding the date 
on which the average pay becomes payable. Only in case 
where such calculation cannot be made the average pay 
was to be calculated on the basis of average of the wages 
payable to a workman during the period he actually worked. 


notice by the management. Thus, it is evident that no notice 
required under the clause (c) of 25-F was given while 
retrenching the services of the workman. 


29. The question therefore, arises in case notice 
under clause (c) is not served on the appropriate 
government whether retrenchment w ould be illega merely 
on this ground. 


25. In the present case, the ’average pay’ as envisages 
u/s 2(aaa) was payable at the time of termination i.e. 
11.1.2007, therefore, the average of the wages payable to 
the workman was to be calculated in reference to the said 
date. The chart pertaining to calculation of the amount of 
calculation Ex-D-5 reveals that the total working days of 
the workman in the year 2006 were 136 days only. It further 
reveals that the avearage of the wages have not been 
determined considering the workman as monthly paid 
workman or weekly paid workman. Nor it has been 
determined on the basis of average of wages of 12 full 
working days. The management has not given any reason 
for not computing the average pay as per above method. It 
appears that the average of pay has been determined 
considering the workman as daily paid workman on the 
basis of actual working days in the relevant year. As per 
Ex-D-5 the total number of actual working days of the 
workman was 1022 days. It reveals from the chart Ex-D-5 
that rate of wages was different in different years during 
which the workman had actually worked. Therefore, average 
ofwages was to be calculated on the basis of total amount 
paid divided by total actual working days & after that 
average of wages was to be multiplied by 15 & average 
pay of 15 days for every completed year of continuous 
service or any part thereof in excess of six months was to 
be paid to the workman at the time of his termination but 
management has not computed the average pay correctly 
as per provisions u/s 2 (aaa). 

26. In view of above discussions, it is concluded 
that the retrenchment amount has not been calculated 
correctly & the management has failed to comply with the 
mandatory provisions of clause (b) of section 25-F of the 
I.D. Act. Thus, this point is decided against the 
management. 

Point No. II 

27. Clause (c) of section 25-F requires that no workman 
under an employer shall be retrenched until notice in 
prescribed manner is served on the appropriate Government 
for such authority as may be specified by the appropriate 
Goovemment in the official gazette. 

28. The workman has stated that the management 
has not given any notice in the prescribed manner as 
envisaged under clause (c) of the I.D. Act. The management 
witness has not stated that any such notice was given. In 
cross examination he has shown his ignorance about such 


30. The question whether the requirement u/s 25- 
F(c) is pre conditioned to validate retrenchment fell directly 
for its decision in Bombay union of journalist V/s State of 
Bombay. In this case after considering all the three clauses 
i.e. (a), (b) & (c) of section 25-F & word until in the opening 
part of the section the Hon'ble Court observed thrt clause 
Cc) cannot be held to be a condition precedent even though 
it has been included u/s 25-F along with clause (i) & (b) 
which prescribed condition precedent. It was further 
pointed out that unlike clause (a) & (b), clause (e) is not 
intended to protect the interest of the workman as such & 
it is only intended to give intimation to the appropriate 
government about the retrenchment, & that only helps 
government to keep itself informed about the condition of 
employment in different industry within its region. 

31. Thus, in view of decision supra the requ irement 
of clause (c) is not a condition precedent to a valid 
retrenchment. However, breach of this requirement may 
attract the penal provisions of section 31 (2) of the J.D. Act. 

32. Though the management has not complied with 
the provision under clause (c) of l.D. Act but in view r of 
aforementioned legal position the retrenchment of the 
workman cannot be held illegal merely on the ground of 
non-compliance of the said clause. 

Point No. Ill (Relief). 

33. In the result, since the management has not fully 
complied with the provision of clause (b) of the 25 *F of the 
I.D. Act & the action of the management of F.C.I. in 
tekrminating the services of Snri Maddu Ram Mema vide 
impugned order dated 11.1.2007 being in violation of section 
25-F of the I.D. Act is illegal & unjustified. 

34. Earlier in cases of termination in violation of 
section 25-F reinstatement of the workman with lull back 
wages used to be automatically granted, but keping in view 
several other factors and in particular the doctrine of public 
employment and involvement of the public money, i change 
in the said trend is now found in the recent decisio ns of the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court. In a large number of dec isions in 
the matter of grant of relief of the kind, Hon’ble Ap ix Court 
has distinguished between a daily wager who does not 
hold a post and a permanent employee. 

35. In recent decision (2010) ISCC (L&S) 545 Jagbir 
Sing V/s Hryana State Agriculture Mktg. Bosrd after 
considering the earlier decisions referred to there in on the 
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point should an order of reinstaterment automatically 
follows in a case of violation of section 25-F of the l.D. Act 
Hon'ble Apex Court has observed that:— 

"It would be, thus seen that by a catena of decisions 
in recent time, this Court has clearly laid down that 
an order of retrenchment passed in violation of 
Section 25-F although may be set aside but an award 
of reinstatement should not, however, be 
automatcially passed. The award of reinstatement 
with full back wages in a case where the workman 
has completed 240 days of work in a year preceding 
the date of termination, particularly, daily wagers has 
not been found to be proper by this court and instead 
compensation has been awarded. This court has 
distinguished between a daily wager who does not 
hold a post and a permanent employee." 

36. Continuing this line of approach in decision (2010) 
2 SCC (L&S) 376 Hon'ble Apex Court has observed as 
under:— 

"While the earlier view of the Court was that if an 
order of termination was found to be illegal, normally 
the relief to be granted would be reinstatement with 
full back wages. However, with the passage of time it 
came to be realized that an industry should not be 
compelled to pay to the workman for the period 
during which he apparently contributed little or 
nothing at all. The relief to be granted is discretionary 
and not automatic. A person is not entitled to get 
something only because it would be lawful to do so. 
The changes brought out by the subsequent 
decisions of the Supreme Court probably having 
regard to the changes in the policy decisions of the 
Government in the wake of prevailing market 
economy, globalization, privatization and 
outsourcing was evident. Hence now there is no such 
principle that for an illegal termination of service the 
normal rule is reinstatement with back wages, and 
instead the Labour court can award compensation." 

"There has been a shift in the legal position laid 
down by the Supreme Court and now there is no 
hard-and-fast principle that on the termination of 
service being found to be illegal reinstatement w ith 
back wages is to be awarded. Compensation can be 
awarded instead at the discretion of the Labour 
Court, depending on the facts and circumstances of 
the case." 

37. In present matter, it is not in dispute that the 
services of the workman were termined vide impugned order 
on the ground that his services were not required due to 
renting out of the godown of FCI buffer complex Storage 
Depot Saw aimadhopur in pursuance of the policy to rent 
out the unutilized storage facilities. The dispute has been 


raised only regarding computation of average pay for 
calculating compensation as per clause (b) of section 25-F 
of the I.D. Act. Keeping in view the nature of job & nature 
of employment & having regard to the fact that services of 
the workman were terminated on the ground of renting out 
the unutilized storage, instead of reinstating the workman 
the interest of justice will be sub-served by paying 
compensation to him instead of Sc in lieu of relief of 
reinstatement in service. 

38. Accordingly, the reference is answered in 
affirmative in favour of the workman & it is held that action 
of the management in termination of the services of the 
workman vide impugned order dated 11.1.2007 is illegal Sc 
unjustified on the ground of non-compliance of clause (b) 
of section 25-F of the ID. Act. Therefore, the F. CL is directed 
to pay compensation to the workan worth Rs. 25000/- 
(Twenty Five Thousand) instead Sc in lieu of reinstatement 
in service. The payment shall be made within eight weeks 
from the date of publication of the award failing which it. 
shall carry interest @9% per annum. The reference under 
adjudication is answered accordingly. 

39. Award is above. 

40. Let a copy of the award be sent to Central 
Government u/s 17(1) for publication. 

N.K. PUROH1T, Presiding Officer. 

M 15 2011 

^ 7 3549 -- ^flei)fii* fars 1947 

(1947 m 14) ilt mr 17 $ 

7 # vto fcfyZ* (writ vfai) 5*6 
mr $ w Pw)**hl stk 
373*17 # afte,tiftm fans $ 777^77 

3 # wtfl n r srftow/im *mrrm 2 it tuts 
( wf 2/2008) mtit t it 

mun i>t 13/11/2011 ilt m<r jpn mi 

/ vrw #■ 29011 / 19/2007 3777 (V?)I 

^tpf itvit, 3 m 77 Hit 

New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3549, —in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby publishes the aw'ard (Ref. No.2/ 

2008.) of the Central Government Industrial 

Tribunal Labour Court 2 Mumbai... now as shou'n in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employees 
in relation to the management of Sesa Goa Ltd. (Panaji Gao) 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on... 15/11. 2011. 

[File No. L-29011 l9/2007-lR(M)J 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 


4330 Gl/2011—15 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT 

K.B. KATAKE 


issued to the opponent on 8/1/2008. He was chargesheeted 
for the misconduct of willful insubordinar 
disobedience of lawful and reasonable order of a 
(Under clause 14 (3) (A) of the Model Standing Onjh 
was also charged under clause 14 (3) (E) for 
absence without leave or absence without leave 
than 10 days. 


ion or 
Superior 
Ler). He 
Habitual 


= K>] 


r more 


Presiding Officer 
Application.CGIT-2/2 of2008 

(Arising out of Ref. CGIT-2/15 of2008) 

PARTIES: 

The Director-Production & Logistics 
Sesa Goa Ltd. 

Sesa Ghor 
20, EDC Complex 
Patto, Panaji 

Goa APPLICANT 

V/S. 

Mr. Janardhan B. Naik 
House No. 2242, 

Dabamal 

Churchorem 

Goa. OPPONENT 


nd 


2. The inquiry was conducted by an impartial 
officer. Every opportunity was given to the oppcj: 
appear for the inquiry and defend himself. The 
officer submitted his report and findings dated 2, 
and after appreciating the facts of the case ai 
opponent guilty of the charges leveled against hi 
applicant has accepted the report and findings 
inquiry officer. A showcause notice 8/2/2008 was i: 
the opponent as to why he should not be dismissal 
service. The opponent submitted his reply dt. 14/2, 
His reply was not found satisfactory. Theref) 
managment has decided to dismiss the oppone 
service. As referenceNo. L-29011/19/2007-IR dt. 6 
is pending before Industrial Tribunal, Therefore by 
abundant precaution the management has fil 
application for permission to the proposed 
dismissal of the opponent. In short they have pn 
approval to the action of dismissal of the opponent 


inquiry 
nent to 
(inquiry 
2/2008 
held 
|m. The 
of the 
4sued to 
d from 
72008. 
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aci 


alyed 


APPEARANCES: 

For the Applicant : Mr. Girish Sardessai 
Advocate. 

For the Opposite Party : Mr. P. Gaonkar, 

Representative. 

Mumbai, dated the 1st August, 2011. 

JUDGEMENT PART-I 

1 The applicant Sasa Goa Ltd. has filed this 
application under Section 33 (2) b of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. According to the applicant, opponent Mr. Janardhan 
B. Naik was working with the company at its unit at Goa. 
By letter date 21/08/2007 he was transferred to the 
company's unit at A. Narrain Mines, Megalahalli, Karnataka. 
The workman was supposed to report at the place of his 
transfer on 28/08/2007 at 9.00 a.m. Accordingly he was 
relieved from the duties at Sesa Goa Ltd. Codli Mines from 
24.08.2007. Mr. J.B. Naik was advised that the G.M. Mining 
at A. Narain Mines was to assist him in obtaining 
appropriate accommodation. They had also offered him 
TA advance of Rs. 4000/-. Though opponent was relieved 
on 24.08.2007 and he was supposed to report on 28.08.2007. 
However till the date of filing of application he has not 
joined his duties at A. Narrain Mines in the state of 
Karnataka. Therefore the opponent was chargesheeted vide 
their letter dt. 28.12.2007. As there was some error in the 
chargesheet, fresh chargesheet cum inquiry letter was 


3. The opponent workman resisted the approval 
application vide his written statement at Ex-4. Ao 
to him the vast majority of workman of Sesa G| 
working at Codli Mine have decided to join the 
union namely United Mine Workers Union. OppoH 
taken lead in formation of the said union theretf< 
management has issued the order of transfer to v 
him for his activities of trade union as he has taker 
form new union along with some some other workei 
order of transfer was issued on 21.8.2007. It was 
to the worker on 15.8.2007. It was issued with 
intension and merely to victimize the workm^ 
workman and some others who have joined the 
union were transferred to Karnataka. No worknj; 
transferred who belong to the management's sp< 
union. The transfer order amounts to alteration of| 
conditions of the workman. Transfer order was ii 
put up pressure on the workman. 


4. Therefore the workman and other did not joint 
their new posting in the Karnataka state. After the workman 
was served with the chargesheet, dated 13.11.2007, he filed 
reply thereto and requested the General Manager, Mines 
to supply copies of the documents and copies of certified 
standing orders on which the chargesheet was based. 
However copies of the documents were not supplied to 
him. The workman also filed his say to the chagesheet- 
cum-notice dt. 28.12.2007. It was issued merely to v ctimize 
the workman. The place of inquiry was fixed 450 krr s. away 
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from the place of his appointment and the head office of 
the company. The workman requested to change the place 
of inquiry at the head office. The workman was again served 
with chargesheet-cum-notice of inquiry dated 8.1.2008. The 
workman replied and requested the inquiry officer for 
change of place of inquiry at his office at Ponda Goa as 
Inquiry officer was from Ponda, Goa. He had also sought 
for fifteen days 1 time. 

5. The workman was not allowed to be represented 
by the General Secretary of their union whereas management 
was represented by experienced and legally trained persons. 
No opportunity was given to the workman to defend 
himself The inquiry was conducted ex-parte. The inquiry 
officer acted as an agent of the management. He did not 
follow the principles of natural justice. He closed the ex- 
parte inquiry in two sittings. The findings of the inquiry 
officer are not based on the evidence on record. The inquiry 
is not fair and proper. The findings of the Inquiry officer 
are perverse. Therefore the workman prays that the 
application be rejected with cost. 

6. Following are the points for my determination. I 
record my findings thereon for the reasons to follow: 

Points Findings 

1. Whether the inquiry and No. 

findings of inquiry officer 

are fair and proper? 

2. Whether permission/ Yet to be determined. 

for approval the action 

of termination of services 

of workman can be granted? 

3. What order? As per order below. 

REASONS 

Point No. 1:— 

7. In respect of inquiry, the fact is not disputed that 
the inquiry herein was conducted exparte. The workman 
though was sewed with the chargeheet he did not take 
part in the inquiry proceeding. According to him, the place 
of inquiry w as 450 kms away from Goa. Therefore he had 
requested the inquiry officer to change the place of inquiry 
to Ponda, Goa. According to the workman as he himself 
and some others were transferred far away at a place 
situated in Karnataka State, it was to harass and victimize 
them as they have joined the external union. He further 
submitted that though the workman was absent, the inquiry 
officer ought to have followed the due procedure w'hile 
conducting the inquiry. Instead of that the inquiry officer 
has concluded the inquiry within two sittings. He did not 
follow the procedure and principles of natural justice. 

8. In this respect the Id adv for the applicant submitted 
that affidavit of inquiry officer is on record at Ex-8 wherein 


it is contended that the amended chargesheet dated 8.1.2008 
was sewed on the workman. He has further contended 
that he has coducted the inquiry according to the principles 
of natural justice. The Id adv submitted that the inquiry 
officer was holding a high position. He has no motive to 
give false evidence. Therefore his statement on oath should 
be accepted that the inquiry was conducted by following 
the principles of natural justice. In support of his argument, 
the Id adv for the applicant resorted to Apex Court ruling 
in Union of India V/s. Verma (T.R.) 1958IILLG SC 259 
wherein the Hon'ble Court on the point of acceptance of 
statement of inquiry officer obsewed that; 

”.there is no reason why the statement of Mr. 

Byrne should not be accepted as true. He was 

admittedly an officer holding an high position and it 

is not suggested that there was any motive for him 

to give false evidence." 

However in the case at hand the facts are different 
and question of truthfulness of evidence of inquiry officer 
is not much relevant. In the case at hand, it is the fact that 
the opponent though was duly sewed with chargesheet. 
did not appear before the inquiry officer as the inquiry was 
kept far away from the place of his earlier work. Fact is also 
not disputed that the inquiry was proceeded exparte as 
opponent did not take part in the inquiry proceeding. 
Therefore ratio laid dow'n in this ruling is not attracted to 
the set of facts of the present case. 

9. In this respect the Id. adv. for the applicant 
shumitted that in the application unde Section 33 of I.D. 
Act, the Tribunal has to examine whether there was inquiry 
and view taken by the mquiry officer is possible. He further 
submitted that in application under Section 33, the scope 
of Industrial Tribunal is very limited. It cannot substitue its 
ow n judgement in place of the finding of inquiry Officer. 
In support of his argument, the Id Adv. resorted to 
Apex Court ruling in Cholan Roadways Ltd. V.s. G. 
Thirugnanasambandam 2005 III SCC 241 wherein on the 
point Hobn'ble court observed that; 

"It may be that considering this question may itself 
have arrived at different conclusion. It has however, no 
right to substitute its own judgement for the judgement in 
question. It has only got to consider whether the view 
taken is a possible view r on the evidence on record." 

10. In this respect the Id. Adv. for the opponent has 
rightly pointed out that the aforesaid ratio is not attracted 
to the set of facts of this case as the inquiry herein was 
proceeded exparte. The aforesaid ratio is in respect of the 
finding of the inquiry officer w here inquiry was concluded 
on merit. Therefore the ratio in the above ruling is not 
helpful to the applicant. 

11. The inquiry was proceeded exparte. However the 
Id. Adv. for the applicant submitted that the opponent was 
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duly served with the chargesheet and date of inquiry. He 
farther pointed out that the opponent wilfully remained 
absent. Therefore the inquiry proceeding and findings of 
the inquiry officer cannot be challenged on that ground. In 
support of his argument, the Id. Adv. for the applicant 
resorted to Rajasthan High Court rulling in Mohan Singh 
V/s, Jaipur Metal and Electricals Ltd. Jaipur 1996 LLR 
448 wherein on the point of exparte inquiry and findings 
thereof, the Hon’ble Court observed that; 

"In our view it is not open to him to raise his objection 
in appeal in as much as fall opportunity was given to 
him. But he himself did not participate in the inquiry 
proceeding which went exparte." 

12. In this respect the Id. Adv. for the opponent 
pointed out that though opponent wilfully remained absent, 
he had applied before the inquiry officer to change the 
place of inquiry which is 450 Kms away from the place of 
his work and from the place of head office of the company. 
The Id. Adv, for the opponent farther pointed out that 
opponent had requested the inquiry officer to hold inquiry 
at Ponda, Goa near the head office of the applicant company. 
However inquiry officer had neglected his request and 
proceeded exparte. Therefore Id. Adv. submitted that the 
exparte inquiry and findings of Inquiry officer cannot be 
called fair and proper. In suport of his argument, the Id. 
Adv. resorted to Andhra Pradesh High Court ruling in A. 
Ramamurthy V/s. A.P. Industrial Infrastructure 
Corporation, Hyderabad 2003 LLR 74 wherein the Hon'ble 
court observed that; 

"Although a delinquent employee has not right to 
choose the place of inquiry, but conducting an 
inquiry at a place where witnesses are not residing 
and rejecting the request of deliquent employee by 
the inquiry officer will not be justified." 

13. In the case at hand, the fact is not disputed that 
the opponent was transferred 450 Kms away from Ponda, 
Goa to the place of his new posting in the State of 
Karnataka. The opponent had also applied to the inquiry 
officer to change the place of inquiry and it should be held 
at Ponda, Goa. The fact is not disputed that after issuance 
of transfer order, on the very next day the opponent was 
relieved and he was asked to join the place of his new 
posting which is 450 Kms away from Ponda, Goa. Fact is 
not disputed that the apponent did not join his duty at the 
place of his new posting. The witnesses who have issued 
the order of transfer and who have served the order of 
transfer on the opponent and who served him the relieving 
order all are from Ponda, Goa. In the circumstances, the 
inquiry officer ought to have accepted the request of the 
opponent to change the place of inquiry to Ponda, Goa. 
The inquiry officer did not accept the request of the 
opponent, therefore, the opponent remained absent and 
the inquiry proceeded exparte. Such an inquiry cannot be 
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called inquiry on merit. On the other hand, the inquiry officer 
proceeded expart and recorded findings exparte. It was 
inquiry as opponent did not join the duty at the place of 
his transfer. According to the opponent, he and son)ie others 
were victimised by the company as they have joined an 
external union. Therefore they were deliberately transferred 
from Ponda, Goa to Karnataka State merely to harass and 
victimise them In the circumstances and as the Witnesses 
are from Pondo, Goa, in the light of above ruling inquiry 
officer committed mistake in rejecting the request of the 
opponent. In this back drop, the exparte inquiry and 
findings thereon cannot be called fair and proper. The 
inquiry was conducted in violation of principles o “natural 
justice as inquiry officer did not allow the opponent to take 
aprt inthe inquiry proceeding by rejecting his app lication 
to hold inquiry at Ponda, Goa. Accordingly, I hold that the 
inquiry was not fair and proper. Consequently, I a|so hold 
that the findings of inquiry officer are perverse. Accordingly, 
I decide this point no. 1 in the negative. 


Point nos. 2 & 3: 


14. As the inquiry is held not fair and pro 
findings of inquiry officer are found to be perv 
dicussed in point no. I herein have, the question of gr< 
approval for termination of sendee of the oppom 
not arise. Now the question is whether the appli 
be given an opportunity to lead evidence aga 
opponent. In this respect the Idadv for the o 
pointed out that the applicant has not alternatively! 
in the application to allow them to lead evidence, tl 
the Tribunal should not direct the applicant comp; 
adduce evidence. In suport of his argument, the 
cited Apex Court ruling in Shankar Chakravart^v 
Britannia Biscuits Co. Ltd. AIR 1979 SC 1652 
on the point the Hon'ble Apex Court observed 


>per and 
rse, as 


anting 
dnt does 
cant can 
inst the 
pponent 
prayed 
Herefore 
any to 
Adv. 
y V/s. 
Wherein 


l taht; 


"In the alternative it must be pleaded that if the Labour 
Court or Industrial Tribunal comes to the conclusion 
that either there was no inquiry or the one held was 
defectiye, the employer would adduce evidence to 
substantiate the charges of misconduct alleged 
against the workman. Now if no such pleading is put 
forth, either atthe initial stage or during the pendency 
of the proceedings, there arise no question of a sort 
of advisory role of the Labour Court of Industrial 
Tribunal, a party much better off than the workman 
to inform it about its right namely the right to lead 
additional evidence and then give an opportunity 
which was never sought. This runs counter to the 
grain of industrial jurisprudence." 

15. In the case at hand, though there is no alternative 
prayer in the application, however in the Rejoinder of the 
applicant at Ex-6, such an alternative prayer is made to 
allow them to lead evidence in support of the charge), in the 
event the inquiry and findings therein are set aside by the 
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Tribunal. As there is prayer in the affidavit, the ratio in the 
above ruling is not attracted. Thus I think it proper to allow 
the applicant to lead their evidence in respect of the charges 
levelled against the Opponent. Thus I proceed to pass the 
following order: 

ORDER 

The inquiry is held not fair and proper and findings 
of inquiry officer are also declared as perverse. 

The applicnat is allowed to lead their evidence 
against the opposite party on 23/09/2011 at 10.30 a.m. in 
the Conference Hall of Mamiugao Port Trust Guest House, 
Mormugao, Goa. 

Date: 01.08.2011 

K. B. Katake, Presiding Officer/Judge 

^ ftwH, 15 2011 

3550 “—3?ratfn<fr arfafwi 1947 

(1947 14) 17 $ -tf 

tu4ik "nta faints (wjft nfat) ^ w 

313**1 it a te f i Pre if 

aMPrar 3 rf*nrw 3 PT 1 ° 2 -g»i^ # 

Riw 1/2008 wiftra t ^1 

*>t 15/11/2011 ^ 31TO pn «ni 
[ T R° # W-29011/19/2007-30$ 3TTC 0P0] 
Wien cflM-fl, <H 'Tt 
New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3550. —in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 

1/2008.) of the Central Government 

Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court 2 Mumbai.now 

as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of Sesa Goa 
Ltd. (Panaji Goa) and their workman, which was received 
by the Central Government on.15/11/2011. 

[F. No. L-2901 l/19/2007-IR(M)] 

JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 
PRESENT 

K.B. KATAKE 
Presiding Officer 

APPIJC ATlON.CGTT-2/1 Of2008 

(Arising out of Ref.CGIT-2/15 of2008) 


PARTIES:— 

Their Director—Production & Logistics 
Sesa Goa Ltd. 

Sesaghor 
20, EDC Complex 
Patto, Panaji 

Goa. : APPLICANT 

V/s. 

Mr. Joaquim D 1 Souza 
House no. 96, 

Novembhat 
Panchawadi 
San Vadem 

Goa : OPPONENT 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Applicant Mr. Girishsardessai 

Advocate. 

For the Opposite Party : Mr. P. Gaonkar, 

Representative. 

Mumbai, dated the 1st August, 2011. 

Appln/CGlT-2/1 of2008 

In Ref. CGir-2/15/2008 

JUDGEMENT PARX-I 

1. The applicant Sesa Goa Ltd. has filed this 
application under Section 33 (2) b of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. According to the applicant, opponent Mr. Joquim 
D'Souza was working with the company at its unit at Goa. 
By letter dated 14/08/2007 he was transferred to the 
company's unit at A. Narrain Mines, Megalahalli, Karnataka. 
The workman was supposed to report at the place of his 
transfer on 21/08/2007 at 9.00 a.m. Accordingly he was 
relieved from the duties at Sesa Goa Ltd. Codli Mines from 
16.08.2007. Mr. D'Souza was advised that the G.M. Mining 
at A. Narrain Mines was to assist him in obtaining 
appropriate accommodation. They had also offered him 
TA advance of Rs. 4000/*. Though opponent was relieved 
on 16.08.2007 and he was supposed to report on 21.08.2007. 
However till the date of filing of application he has not 
joined his duties at A. Narrain Mines in the state of 
Karnataka. Therefore the opponent was chargesheeted vide 
their letter dt. 28.12.2007. As there was some error in the 
chargesheet, fresh chargesheet cum inquiry letter was 
issued to the opponent on 8/1/2008. lie was chargesheeted 
for the misconduct of willful insubordination or 
disobedience of lawful and reasonable order of a superior 
(Under clause 14 (3) (A) of the Model Standing Order). He 
was also charged under clause 14 (3) (E) for habitual 
absence without leave or absence without leave for more 
than 10 days. 
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2. The inquiry was conducted by an impartial inquiry 
officer. Every opportunity was given to the opponent to 
appear for the inquiry and defend himself. The inquiry 
officer submitted his report and findings dated 3/2/2008 
and after appreciating the facts of the case held opponent 
guilty of the charges leveled against him. The applicant 
has accepted the report and findings of the inquiry officer. 
A showcause notice 8/2/2008 was issued to the opponent 
as to why he should not be dismissed from service. The 
opponent submitted his reply dt 14/2/2008. His reply was 
not found satisfactory. Therefore the management has 
decided to dismiss the opponent from service. As reference 
no. L-29011/19/2007-IR dt. 6/2/2008 is pending before 
Industrial Tribunal, therefore by way of abundant 
precaution the management has filed this application for 
permission to the proposed action of dismissal of the 
opponent. In short they have prayed for approval to the 
action of dismissal of the opponent. 

3 The opponent workman resisted the approval 
application vide his written statement at Ex-4. According 
to him the vast majority of workman of Sesa Goa Ltd. 
working at Codli Mine have decided to join the external 
union namely United Mine Workers Union. Opponent has 
taken lead in formation of the said union therefore the 
management has issued the order of transfer to victimize 
him for his activities of trade union as he has taken lead to 
form new union along with some other workers. The order 
of transfer was issued on 14/8/2007. It was received to the 
worker on 15/8/2007. It was issued with malafied intension 
and merely to victimize the workman. The workman and 
some others who have joined the external union were 
transferred to Karnataka. No workman was transferred who 
belong to the management's sponsored union. The transfer 
order amounts to alteration of service conditions of the 
workman. Transfer order was issued to put up pressure on 
the workman. 

4. Therefore the workman and other did not join their 
new posting in the Karnataka state. After the workman was 
served with the chargesheet, dated 13/11/2007, he filed 
reply thereto and requested the General Manager, Mines 
to supply copies of the documents and copies of certified 
standing orders on which the chargesheet was based. 
However copies of the documents were not supplied to 
him. The workman also filed his say to the chargesheet- 
cum-notice dt. 28/12/2007. It was issued merely to victimize 
the workman. The place of inquiry was fixed 450 kms. away 
from the place of his appointment and the head office of 
the company. The workman requested to change the place 
of inquiry at the head office.The workman was again served 
with chargesheet-cum-notice of inquiry dated 8/1/2008. The 
workman replied and requested the inquiry officer for 
change of place of inquiry at his office at Ponda Goa as 
inquiry officer was from Ponda, Goa. He had also sought 
for fifteen days' time. 


itn 


A 


5. The workman was not allowed to be reprei 
by the General Secretary of their union whereas manaj 
was represented by experienced and legally trained 
No opportunity was given to the workman to 
himself. The inquiry was conducted ex-parte. The i 
officer acted as an agent of the management. He 
follow the principles of natural justice. He closed 
parte inquiry in two sittings. The findings of the 
officer are not based on the evidence on record. The 
is not fair and proper. The findings of the Inquiry 
are perverse. Therefore the workman prays 
application be rejected with cost. 


sented 

gement 


persons. 

defend 


he ex- 
quiry 

: quiry 
fficer 
t the 


in 


thai 


6. Following are the points for my determination. I 
record my findings thereon for the reasons to follow: 


iquiry 
d not 


Points 

Findings 

whether the inquiry 
and findings of inquiry 
officer are fair and proper? 

No. 

Whether permission/ 

Yet to be 

approval for the action 
of termination of services 

determined. 

of w orkman can be granted' 

> 

What order? 

As per order 
below. 


REASONS 


Point No. 1:— 


not 


7. In respect of inquiry, the fact is not disputed 
the inquiry herein was conducted exparte. He wo: 
though was served with the chargesheet he did 
part in the inquiry proceeding. According to him, the 
of inquiry was 450 kms away from Goa. Therefore In 
requested the inquiry officer to change the place of irn 
to Ponda, Goa. According to the workman as he h: 
and some others were transferred far away at a 
situated in Karnataka State, it was to harass and vietji: 
them as they have joined the external union. He 
submitted that though the workman was absent, the h 
officer ought to have followed the due procedure 
conducting the inquiry. Instead of that the inquiry 
has concluded the inquiry within two sittings. He 
follow the procedure and principles of natural justicl 


A 


8. In this respect the Id adv for the applicant submi 
that affidavit of inquiry officer is on record at Ex-8 win 
it is contended that the amended chargesheet dated 
2008 was served on the workman. He has further coni 
that he has conducted the inquiry according 
principles of natural justice. The Idadv submitted th; 
inquiry officer was holding a high position. He h 
motive to give false evidence. Therefore his stateme: 
oath should be accepted that the inquiry was condi 
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by following the principles of natural justice. In support of 
his argument, the Idadev for the applicant resorted to Apex 
Court ruling in Union of India V/s. Verma (T.R.) 1958II 
LLJ SC 259 wherein the Hon’ble Court on the point of 
acceptance of statement of inquiry officer observed that; 

".there is no reason why the statement of Mr. 

Byrne should not be accepted as true. He was 
admittedly an officer holding an high position and it 
is not suggested that there was any motive for him 
to give false evidence." 

However in the case at hand the facts are different 
and question of truthfulness of evidence of inquiry officer 
is not much relevant. In the case at hand, it is the feet that 
the opponent though was duly served with chargesheet, 
did not appear before the inquiry officer as the inquiry was 
kept far away from the place of his earlier work. Fact is also 
not disputed that the inquiry was proceeded ex parte as 
opponent did not take part in the inquiry proceeding. 
Therefore ratio laid down in this ruling is not attracted to 
the Set of facts of the present case. 

9. In this respect the Id. Adv. for the applicant 
submitted that in the application under Section 33 of I.D. 
Act, the Tribunal has to examine whether there was inquiry 
and view taken by the inquiry officer is possible. He further 
submitted that in application under Section 33, the scope 
of Industrial Tribunal is very limited. It cannot substitute 
its own judgement in place of the finding of Inquiry Officer. 
In support of his argument, the Id adv resorted to Apex 
Court ruling in Chotan Roadways Ltd. V/s. G 
Tbirugnanasambandam 2005 III SCC 241 wherein on the 
point Hon'ble court observed that; 

"It may be that considering this question may itself 
have arriv ed at different conclusion. It has however, 
no right to substitute its own judgement for the 
judgement in question. It has only got to consider 
whether the view taken is a possible view on the 
evidence on record." 

10. In this respect the Id. Adv. for the opponent has 
rightly pointed out that the aforesaid ratio is not attracted 
to the set of facts of this case as the inquiry herein was 
proceeded ex parte. The aforesaid ratio is in respect of the 
finding of the inquiry officer where inquiry was concluded 
on merit. Therefore the ratio in the above ruling is not 
helpful to the applicant. 

11. The inquiry was proceeded exparte. However the 
Id. Adv. for the applicant submitted that the opponent was 
duly served with the chargesheet and date of inquiry. He 
further pointed out that the opponent wilfully remained 
absent. Therefore the inquiry proceeding and findings of 
the inquiry officer cannot be challenged on that ground. In 
support of his argument, the Id. Adv. for the applicant 
resorted to Rajasthan High Court ruling in Mohan Singh 


V/s. Jaipur Metal and Electricals Ltd., Jaipur 19% LLR 

448 wherein on the point of exparte inquiry and findings 
thereof, the Hon’ble Court observed that; 

"In our view it is not open to him to raise his objection 
in appeal in as much as full opportunity was given to 
him. But he himself did not participate in the inquiry 
proceeding which went exparte." 

12. In this respect the Id. Adv. for the opponent 
pointed out that though opponent wilfully remained absent, 
he had applied before the inquiry officer to change the 
place of inquiry which is 450 Kms away from the place of 
his work and from the place of head office of the company. 
The Id. Adv. for the opponent further pointed out that 
opponent had requested the inquiry officer to hold inquiry 
at Ponda, Goa near the head office of the applicant company. 
However inquiry officer had neglected his request and 
proceeded exparte. Therefore Id. Adv. submitted that the 
exparte inquiry and findings of Inquiry officer cannot be 
called fair and proper. In support of his argument, the Id. 
Adv. resorted to Andhra Pradesh High Court ruling in A. 
Ramamurthy V/s A.P. Industrial Infrastructure 
Corporation, Hyderabad 2003 LLR 74 wherein the Hon’ble 
court observed that; 

"Although a delinquent employee has not right to 
choose the place of inquiry, but conducting an 
inquiry at a place where witnesses are not residing 
and rejecting the request of delinquent employee by 
the inquiry officer will not be justified." 

13. In the case at hand, the fact is not disputed that 
the opponent was transferred 450 Kms away from Ponda, 
Goa to the place of his new posting in the State of 
Karnataka. The opponent had also applied to the inquiry 
officer to change the place of inquiry and it should be held 
at Ponda, Goa. The fact is not disputed that after issuance 
of transfer order, on the very next day the opponent was 
relieved and he was asked to join the place of his new 
posting which is 450 Kms away from Ponda, Goa. Fact is 
not disputed that the opponent did not join his duty at the 
place of his new posting. The witnesses who have issued 
the order to transfer and who have served the order of 
transfer on the opponent and who served him the relieving 
order all are from Ponda, Goa. In the circumstances, the 
inquiry officer ought to have accepted the request of the 
opponent to change the place of inquiry to Ponda, Goa. 
The inquiry officer did not accept the request of the 
opponent, therefore, the opponent remained absent and 
the inquiry proceeded exparte. Such an inquiry cannot be 
called inquiry on merit. On the other hand, the inquiry officer 
proceeded exparte and recorded findings exparte. It was 
inquiry as opponent did not join the duty at the place of 
his transfer. Accordingly to the opponent, he and some 
others were victimised by the company as they have joined 
an external union. Therefore they were deliberately 
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transferred from Ponda, Goa to Karnataka State merely to 
harass and victimise them. In the circumstances and as the 
witnesses are from Ponda, Goa, in the light of above ruling 
inquiry officer committeed mistake in rejecting the request 
of the opponent. In this back drop, the exparte inquiry and 
findings thereon cannot be called fair and proper. The 
inquiry was conducted in violation of principles of natural 
justice as inquiry officer did not allow the opponent to take 
part in the inquiry proceeding by rejecting his application 
to hold inquiry at Ponda, Goa. Accordingly, I hold that the 
inquiry was not fair and proper. Consequently, I also hold 
that the findings of inquiry officer are perverse. Accordingly, 
I decide this point no. 1 in the negative. 

Point nos. 2&3:— 

14. As the inquiry is held not fair and proper and 
findings of inquiry officer are found to be perverse, as 
discussed in point no. 1 herein above, the question of 
granting approval for termination of service of the opponent 
does not arise. Now the question is whether the applicant 
can be given an opportunity to lead evidence against the 
opponent. In this respect the Id adv. for the opponent 
pointed out that the applicant has not alternatively prayed 
in the application to allow them to lead evidence, therefore 
the Tribunal should not direct the applicant company to 
adduce evidence. In support of his argument, the Id. Adv. 
cited Apex Court ruling in Shankar Chakravarthy V/$. 
Britannia Biscuits Co. Ltd. AIR 1979 SC 1652 wherein 
on the point the Hon'ble Apex Court observed that; 

"In the alternative it must be pleaded that if the Labour 
Court or Industrial Tribunal comes to the conclusion 
that either there was not inquiry or the one held was 
defective, the employer would adduce evidence to 
substantiate the charges of misconduct alleged 
against the workman. Now if no such pleading is put 
forth, either at the initial stage or during the pendency 
of the proceedings, there arise no question of a sort 
of advisory role of the Labour Court or Industrial 
Tribunal, unintended by the Act to advise the 
employer, a party much better off than the workman 
to inform it about its rights namely the right to lead 
additional evidence and then given an opportunity 
which was never sought. This runs counter to the 
grain of industrial jurisprudence." 

15. In the case at hand, though there is no alternative 
prayer in the application, however in the Rejoinder of the 
applicant at Ex-6, such an alternative prayer is made to 
allow them to lead evidence in support of the charges, in 
the event the inquiry and findings therein are set aside by 
the Tribunal. As there is prayer in the affidavit, the ratio in 
the above ruling is not attracted. Thus it proper to allow 
the applicant to lead their evidence in respect of the charges 
levelled against the Opponent. Thus I proceed to pass the 
following order: 


i * i 


ORDER 

The inquiry is held not fair and proper and findings 
of inquiry officer are also declared as perverse 

The applicant is allowed to lead their evidence 
against the opposite party on 23/09/2011 at 10.30 
a.m. in the Conference Hall of Mormugao Port Trust 
Guest House, Mormugao, Goa. 


Date: 01.08.2011 

K.B. Katake, Presiding Officer/Judge 

^ ft*#, 15 TO**, 2011 
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New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 355L—in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby publishes the aw ard (Ref. No.. 

3/2008.) of the Central Government 

Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court 2 Mumbai.now r as 

shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of Sesa Goa 
Ltd (Panaji Goa) and their workman, which was received by 
the Central Government on... 15/11/2011 

[File No. L-29011/19/2007 -IRiM)] 

JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secretary. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 

INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL NO. 2 MUMBAI 

PRESENT 

K.B. KATAKE 
Presiding Officer 


(Arising out of Ref. CGIT-2/15 of2008) 


PARTIES:- 


Their Director—Production & Logistics 
Sesa Goa Ltd. 

Sesa Ghor 
20, EDC Complex 
Patto, Panaji 

Goa. APPLICANT 
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v/s. 

Mr Devidas M. Gaonkar 

Gawal 

Bandel 

Kirlapal 

Dabal 

Goa : OPPONENT 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Applicant Mr. Girish Sardessai 

Advocate. 

For the Opposite Party : Mr. P. Gaonkar, 

Representative. 

Mumbai, dated the 1 st August, 2011. 

JUDGEMENT PART-I 

1. The applicant Sesa Goa Ltd has filed this 
application under Section 33 (2) b of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. According to the applicant, opponent Mr. Devidas M. 
Gaonkar was working with the company at its unit at Goa. 
By letter dated 19/09/2007 he was transferred to the 
company's unit at A. Narrain Mines, Megalahalli, Karnataka. 
The workman was supposed to report at the place of his 
transfer on 21/08/2007 at 9.00 a.m. Accordingly he was 
relieved from the duties at Sesa Goa Ltd. Codli Mines from 
16.08.2007. Mr. D.M. Gaonkar was advised that the G.M. 
Mining at A. Narrain Mines was to assist him in obtaining 
appropriate accommodation. They had also offered him 
TA advance of Rs.4000/-. Though opponent was relieved 
on 19.09.2007 and he was supposed to report on 24.09,2007. 
However till the date of filing of application he has not 
joined his duties at A. Narrain Mines in the state of 
Karnataka. Therefore the opponent was chargesheeted vide 
their letter dt. 28.12.2007. As there was some error in the 
chargesheet, fresh chargesheet cum inquiry letter was 
issued to the opponent on 8/1/2008. He was chargesheeted 
for the misconduct of willful insubordination or 
disobedience of lawful and reasonable order of a superior 
(Under clause 14 (3) (A) of the Model Standing Order). He 
was also charged under clause 14 (3) (E) for habitual 
absence without leave or absence without leave for more 
than 10 days. 

2. The inquiry was conducted by an impartial inquiry 
officer. Every opportunity was given to the opponent to 
appear for the inquiry and defend himself. The inquiry 
officer submitted his report and findings dated 3/2/2008 
and after appreciating the facts of the case held opponent 
guilty of the charges leveled against him. The applicant 
has accepted the report and findings of the inquiry officer. 
A showcause notice 8/2/2008 was issued to the opponent 
as to why he should not be dismissed from service. The 
opponent submitted his reply dt. 14/2/2008. His reply was 
not found satisfactory. Therefore the management has 


decided to dismiss the opponent from service. As reference 
no. L-29011/19/2007-IR dt. 6/2/2008 is pending before 
Industrial Tribunal, therefore by way of abundant 
precaution the management has filed this application for 
permission to the proposed action of dismissal of the 
opponent. In short they have prayed for approval to the 
action of dismissal of the opponent. 

3. The opponent workman resisted the approval 
application vide his written statement at Ex-4. According 
to his the vast majority of workman of Sesa Goa Ltd, working 
at Codli Mine have decided to join the external union namely 
United Mine Workers Union. Opponent has taken lead in 
formation of the said union therefore the management has 
issued the order of trans fer to victimize him for his activities 
of trade union as he has taken lead to form new union 
along with some other workers. The order of transfer was 
issued on 17/9/2007. It was received to the worker on 19/9/ 
2007. It was issued with malafied intension and merely to 
victimize the workman. The workman and some others who 
have joined the external union were transferred to kamataka. 
No workman was transferred who belong to the 
management’s sponsored union. The transfer order amount 
to alteration of service conditions of the workman. Transfer 
order was issued to put up presssure on the workman. 

4. Therefore the workman and other did not join their 
new posting in the Kamataka state. After the workman was 
served with the chargesheet, dated 13/11/2007, he filed 
reply thereto and requested the General Manager, Mines 
to supply copies of the documents and copies of certified 
standing orders on which the chargesheet was based. 
However copies of the documents were not supplied to 
him. The workman also filed his say to the chargesheet- 
cum-notice dt. 28/12/2007. It was issued merely to victimze 
the workman. The place of inquiry was fixed 450 kms. away 
from the place of his appointment and the head office of 
the company. The workman requested to change the place 
of inquiry at the head office. The workman was again served 
with chargestheet-cum-notice of inquiry dated 7/1/2008. 
The workman replied and requested the inquiry officer for 
change of plae of inquiry at his office at Ponda Goa as 
Inquiry officer was from Ponda, Goa. he had also sought 
for fifteen days’ time. 

5. The workman was not alloed to be represented by 
the General Secretary of their union whereas management 
was represented by experienced and legally trained persons. 
No opportunity was given to the workman to defend 
himself. The inquiry was conducted ex-parte. The inquiry 
officer acted as an agent of the management. He did not 
follow the principles of natural justice. He closed the ex- 
parte inquiry in two sittings. The findings of the inquiry 
officer are not based on the evidence on record. The inquiry 
is not fair and proper. The findings of the Inquiry officer 
are perverse. Therefore the workman prays that the 
applications be rejected with cost. 
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6 . Following are the points for my determination. I 
record my findings thereon for the reasons to follow: 

App/Appln/CGIT-2/3 of2008 

in Ref CGIT-2/15 of2008 

Points Findings 

1. Whether the inquiry No. 

and findings of inquiry 

officer are fair and proper? 

2. Whether permission/ Yet to be 

approval for the action determined, 

of termination of services 

of workman can be granted? 

3. What order? As per order 

below: 

REASONS 

Point no. 1:— 

7. In respect of inquiry, the fact is not disputed that 
the inquiry herein was conducted exparte. The workman 
though was served with the chargesheet he did not take 
part in the inquiry proceedings. According to him, the place 
of inquiry was 450 kms away from Goa. Therefore he had 
requested the inquiry officer to change the place of inquiry 
to Ponda, Goa. According to the workman as he himself 
and some others were transferred far away at a place 
situated in Karnataka State, it was to harass and victimize 
them as they have joined the external union. He further 
submitted that though the workman was absent, the inquiry 
officer ought to have followed the due procedure while 
conducting the inquiry. Instead of that the inquiry officer 
has concluded the inquiry within two sittings. He did not 
follow the procedure and principles of natural justice. 

8 . In this respect the Id adv for the applicant submitted 
that affidavit of inquiry officer is on record at Ex-8 wherein 
it is contended that the amended chargesheet dated 8/1/ 
2008 was served on the workman. He has further contended 
that he has conducted the inquiry according to the 
principles of natural justice. The Id adv submitted that the 
inquiry officer was holding a high position. He has no 
motive to give false evidence. Therefore his statement on 
oath should be accepted that the inquiry was conducted 
by following the principles of natural justice. In support of 
his argument, the Id adv for the applicant resorted to Apex 
Court ruling in Union of India V/s. Verma (T.R.) 1958II 
LLJ SC 259 wherein the Hon’ble Court on the point of 
acceptance of statement of inquiry officer observed that; 

".there is no reason why the statement of 

Mr. Byne should not be accepted as true. He was 
admittedly an officer holding an high position and it 
is not suggested that there was any motive for him 
to give fal^e evidence.” 


However in the case at hand the facts are different 
and question of truthfulness of evidence of inquiry officer 
is not much relevant. In the case at hand, it is tfe fact that 
the opponent though was duly served with chargesheet, 
did not appear before the inquiry officer as the ir quiry was 
kept far away from the place of his earlier work. Fact is also 
not disputed that the inquiry wa v s proceeded exparte as 
opponent did not take part in the inquiry proceedings. 
Therefore ratio laid down in this ruling is not attracted to 
the set of facts of the present case. 

9. In this respect the Id. Adv. for the applicant 
submitted that in the application under Section 33 of I.D. 
Act, the Tribunal has to examine whether there u as inquiry 
and view taken by the inquiry officer is possible. He further 
submitted that in application under Section 33, the scope 
of Industrial Tribunal is very limited. It cannot substitute 
its own judgement in place of the finding oflnquiry Officer. 
In support of his argument, the Idadv resorted to Apex 
Court ruling in Cholan Roadways Ltd V/s. G. 
Thirugnanssambandam 2005 III SCC 241 wherein on the 
point Hon'ble court observed that; 

"It may be that considering this question may itself 
have arrived at different conclusion. It has however, 
no right to substitute its own judgemeit for the 
judgement in question. It has only got to consider 
whether the view taken is a possible view on the 
evidence on record.” 

10. In this respect the Id. Adv. for the opponent has 
rightly pointed out that the aforesaid ratio is not attracted 
to the set of facts of this case as the inquiry herein was 
proceeded exparte. The aforesaid ratio is in respect of the 
finding of theinquiry officer where inquiry was concluded 
on merit. Therefore the ratio in the above ruling is not 
helpful to the applicant. 

11. The inquiry was proceeded exparte. However, 
the Id. Adv. for the applicant submitted that the opponent 
was duly served with the chargesheet and date of inquiry. 
He further pointed out that the opponent wilfully remained 
absent. Therefore the inquiry proceeding and f ndings of 
the inquiry officer cannot be challenged on that jground. In 
support of his argument, the Id. Adv. for the applicant 
resorted to Rajasthan High Court ruling in Mol an Singh 
V/s. Jaipur Metal and Electricals Ltd. Jaipur 1996 LLR 
448 wherein on the point of exparte inquiry and findings 
thereof, the Hon'ble Court observed that; 

"In our view it is not open to him to raise hu objection 
in appeal in as much as full opportunity wzis given to 
him. But he himself did not participate in tie inquiry 
proceeding which went exparte.” 

12. In this respect the Id. Adv. for the opponent 
pointed out that though opponent wilfully remained absent, 
he had applied before the inquiry officer to ciange the 
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place of inquiry which is 450 Kms away from the place of 
his work and from the place of head office of the company. 
The Id. ADv. for the opponent further pointed out that 
opponent had requested the inquiry officer to hold inquiry 
at Ponda, Goa near the head office of the applicant company. 
However inquiry officer had neglected his request and 
proceeded exparte. Therefore Id. Adv. submitted that the 
exparte inquiry and finding of Inquiry officer cannot be 
called fair and proper. In support of his argument, the Id. 
Adv. resorted to Andhra Pradesh High Court ruling in A. 
Ramamurthy V/s. A.P. Industrial Infrastructure 
Corporation, Hyderabad 2003 LLR 74 wherein theHon’ble 
court observed that; 

’Although a delinquent employee has no right to 
choose the place of inquiry, but conducting an 
inquiry at a place where witnesses are not residing 
and rejecting the request of delinquent employee by 
the inquiry officer will not be justified." 

13. In the case at hand, the fact is not disputed that 
the opponent was transferred 450 Kms away from Ponda 
Goa to the place of his new posting in the State of 
Karnataka. The opponent had also applied to the inquiry 
officer to change the place of inquiry and it should be held 
at Ponda, Goa. The fact is not disputed that after issuance 
of transfer order, on the very next day the opponent was 
relieved and he was asked to join the place of his new 
posting which is 450 Kms away from Ponda, Goa. Fact is 
not disputed that the opponent did not join his duty at the 
place of his new posting. The witnesses who have issued 
the order of transfer and who have served the order of 
transfer on the opponent and who served him the relieving 
order all are from Ponda, Goa. In the circumstances, the 
inquiry officer ought to have accepted the request of the 
opponent to change the place of inquiry to Ponda, Goa. 
The inquiry officer did not accept the request of the 
opponent, therefore, the opponent remained absent and 
the inquiry proceeded exparte. Such an inquiry cannot be 
called inquiry on merit. On the other hand, the inquiry officer 
proceeded exparte and recorded findings exparte. It was 
inquiry as opponent did not join the duty at the place of 
his transfer. According to the opponent, he and some others 
were victimised by the company as they have joined an 
external union. Therefore they were deliberately transferred 
from Ponda, Goa to Karnataka State merely to harass and 
victimise them. In the circumstances and as the witnesses 
are from Ponda, Goa, in the light of above ruling inquiry 
officer committed mistake in rejecting the request of the 
opponent, In this back drop, the exparte inquiry and 
findings thereon cannot be called fair and proper. The 
inquiry was conducted in violation of principles of natural 
justice as inquiry officer did not allow the opponent to take 
part in the inquiry proceeding by rejecting his application 
to hold inquiry at Ponda, Goa. Accordingly, I hold that the 
inquiry was not fair and proper. Consequently, I also hold 


that the findings of inquiry officer are perverse. Accordingly, 
I decide this point no. 1 in the negative. 

Point nos. 2 & 3:— 

14. As the inquiry is held not fair and proper and 
finding of inquiry officer are found to be perverse, as 
discussed in point no. 1 herein above, the question of 
granting approval of termination of service of the opponent 
does not arise. Now the question is whether the applicant 
can be given an opportunity to lead evidence against the 
opponent. In this respect the la. Adv. for the opponent 
pointed out that the applicant has not alternatively prayed 
in the application to aliow them tjo lead evidence, therefore 
the Tribunal should not direct the applicant company to 
adduce evidence. In support of his argument, the Id. Adv. 
cited Apex Court ruling in Shankar Chakravarthy Vfs, 
Britannia Biscuits Co. Ltd. AIR 1979 SC 1652 wherein 
on the point the Hon’ble Apex Court observed that; 

,7 In the alternative it must be pleaded that if the Labour 
Court or Industrial Tribunal comes to the conclusion 
that either there was no inquiry or the one held was 
defective, the employer would adduce evidence to 
substantiate the charges of mosconduct alleged 
against the workman. Now if no such pleading is put 
forth, either at the initial stage or during the pendency 
of the proceedings, there arise no question of a sort 
of advisory role of the Labour Court or Industrial 
Tribunal, unintended by the Act to advise the 
employer, a party much better off than the workman 
to inform it about its rights namely the right to lead 
additional evidence and then give an opportunity 
which was never sought. This runs counter to the 
grain of industrial jurisprudence." 

15. In the case at hand, though there is no alternative 
prayer in the application, however in the Rejoinder of the 
applicant at Ex-6, such an alternative prayer is made to 
allow them to lead evidence in support of the charges, in 
the event the inquiry and findings therein are set aside by 
the Tribunal. As there is prayer in the affidavit, the ratio in 
the above ruling is not attracted. Thus I think it proper to 
allow the applicant to lead their evidence in respect of the 
charges levelled against the Opponent. Thus I proceed to 
pass the following order: 

ORDER 

The inquiry is held not fair and proper and findings 
of inquiry officer are also declared as perverse. 

The applicant is allowed to lead their evidence 
against the opposite party on 23/09/2011 at 10.30 
a.m. in the Conference Hall of mormugao Port Trust 
Guest House, Mormugao, Goa. 

Date: 01.08.2011 SdA 

K.B. KATAKE, Presiding Officer/Jugde 
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New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 
S.O. 3552.—in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Re. No. 


4/2008.) of the Central 

Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court 2 Mumbai.... 
now as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Sesa Goa Ltd. (Panaji Goa) and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on... 15/11/2011. 

[F. No. L-2901 l/19/2007-IR(M)] 
(JOHAN TOPNO), Under Secretary 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 
PRESENT 

K.B. KATAKE 
Presiding Officer 

APPLICATION.CGIT-2/4 OF 2008 

(Arising out of Ref. CGIT-2/15 OF 2008) 
PARTIES:— 

Their Director—Production & Logistics 
Sesa Goa Ltd. 

Sesa Ghor 
20, EDC Complex 
Patto, Panaji 


APPLICANT 


Shri Suraj J. Naik 

Upper Bazar 

Bazamal 

Ponda 

Goa. 


APPEARANCES: 
For the Applicant 


: Mr. Girish Sardessai 
Advocate. 


OPPONENT 


For the Opposite Party : Mr. P. Gaonkar, 
Representative. 

Mumbai, dated the 1st August, 2011. 

JUDGEMENT PART-1 

1 . The applicant Sesa Goa Ltd. has file;d this 
application under Section 33 (2) b of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. According to the applicant, opponent Shri Suraj. J. 
Naik was working with the company at its unit at Goa. By 
letter dated 08/08/2007 he was transferred to the company's 
unit at A. Narrain Mines, Megaiahalli, Kamataca. The 
workman was supposed to report at the place of his transfer 
on 13/08/2007 at 9.00 a.m. Accordingly he was relieved 
from the duties at Sesa Goa Ltd. Codli Mines from 
08.08.2007. Mr. Naik was advised that the G.M. Mining at 
A. Narrain Mines was to assist him in obtaining app ropriate 
accomodation. They has also offered him TA advance of 
Rs. 4000/-. Though opponent was relived on 08.08.2007 
and he was supposed to report on 13.08.2007. However till 
hte date of filing of application he has not joined his duties 
at A. Narrain Mines in the state of Karnataka. Therefore 
the opponent was chargesheeted vide their letter dt. 
28.12.2007. As there ws some error in the chargeshe ?t, fresh 
chargesheet cum inquiry letter was issued to the opponent 
on 8/1/2008. He was chargesheeted for the miscor duct of 
willful insubordination or disobedience of lawful and and 
reasonable order of a superior (Under clause 14(3)(<i) of the 
Model Standing Order). He was also charged under clause 
14(3)(e) for habitual absnece without leave or absence 
without leave for more than 10 days. 

2. The inquiry was conducted by an impartial inquiry 
officer. Every opportunity was given to the oippanent to 
apear for the inquiry and defend himself. The inquiry officer 
submitted his report and findings dated 2/2/2008 ai id after 
appreciating the facts of the case held ooponent g rilty of 
the charges leveled against him. The applicant has accepted 
the report and findings of the inquiry officer. A sho wcause 
notice 8/2/2008 was issued to the opponent as to iwy he 
should not be dismissed from service. The opponent 
submitted his reply dt. 14/2/2008. His reply was not found 
satisfetory. Therefore the management has dee ded to 
dismiss the opponent from service. As reference no. L- 
29011/19/2007-IR dt. 6/2/2008 is pending before Industiral 
Tribunal, therefore by way of abundant precaut on the 
management has filed this application for permission to 
the proposed action of dismissal of the opponent. In short 
they have prayed for approval to the action of dismissal of 
the opponent. 
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3. The opponent workman resisted the approval 
application vide his written statement at Ex-4. According 
to him the vast majority of workman of Sesa Goa Ltd. 
working at Codli Mine have decided to joint the external 
union namely United Mine Workers Union. Opponent has 
taken lead in formation of the said union therefore the 
management has issued the order of transfer to victimize 
him for his activities of trade union as he has taken lead to 
form new union along with some other workers. The order 
of transfer was issued on 07/08/2007. It was issued with 
malatied intension and merely to victimize the workman. 
The workman and some others who have joined the external 
union were transferred to Karnataka. No workman was 
transferred who belong to the management's sponsored 
union. The transfer order amounts to alteration of service 
conditions of the workman. Transfer order was issued to 
put up pressure on the workman. 

4. Therefore the workman and other did not join their 
new posting in the Karnataka state. After the workman was 
served with the chargesheet, dated 13/11/2007, he filed 
reply thereto and requested the General Manager, Mines 
to supply copies of the documents nd copies of certified 
standing orders on which the chargesheet was based. 
However copies of the documents were not supplied to 
him. The workman also filed his say to the chagesheet- 
cum-notice dt. 28/12/2007. It was issued merely to victimize 
the workman. The place of inquiry was fixed 450 kms. away 
from the place of his appointment and the head office of 
the company. The workman requested to change the place 
of inquiry at the head office. The workman was again seived 
with chargesheet-cum-notice of inquiry dated 7/1/2008. The 
workman replied and requested the inquiry officer for 
change of place of inquiry at his office at Ponda Goa as 
Inquiry Officer w as from Ponda, Goa. He had also sought 
for fifteen days' time. 

5. The workman w r as not allowed to be represented 
by the General Secretary of their union whereas management 
was represented by experienced and legally trained persons. 
No opportunity was given to the workman to defend 
himself. The inquiry was conducted ex-parte. The inquiry 
officer acted as an agent of the management He did not 
follow the principles of natural justice. He closed the ex- 
parte inquiry in two sittings. The findings of the inquiry 
officer are not based on the evidence on record. The inquiry 
is not fair and proper. The findings of the Inquiry officer 
are perverse. Therefore the workman prays that the 
apiication be rejected with cost. 

6. Following are the points for my determination. I 
record my findings thereon for the reasons to follow: 

Points Findings 

1. Whether the inquiry No. 

and findings of inquiry 
officer are fair and proper? 


2 Whether permission/ Yet to be 

approval for the action of determined, 
termination of services 
of workman can be granted? 

3. What order? As per order 

below. 

App/ Apphi/CGIT-2/4 of2008 
in Ref. CGIT-2/15 of2008 

REASONS 

Point no, 1:- 

7. In respect of inquiry, the fact is not disputed that 
the inquiry herein was conducted exparte. The workman 
though was served with the chargesheet he did not take 
part in the inquiry proceeding. According to him, the place 
of inquiry was 450 kms away from Goa. ’I'herefore he had 
requested the inquiry officer to change the place of inquiry 
to Ponda, Goa. According to the workman as he himself 
and some others were transferred far away at a place 
situated in Karnataka State, it was to harass and victimize 
them as they joined the external union. He further submitted 
that though the workman was absent, the inquiry officer 
ought to have followed the due procedure while conducting 
the inquiry. Instead of that the inquiry officer has concluded 
the inquiry within two sittings. He did not follow the 
procedure and principles ofnatural justice. 

8. In this respect the Id. adv. for the applicant 
submitted that affidavit of inquiry officer is on record at Ex- 
8 wherein it is contended that the amended chargesheet 
dated 8/1 /2008 was served on the workman. He has further 
contended that he has conducted the inquiry according to 
the principles of natural justice. The Id. adv. submitted that 
the inquiry officer was holding a high position. He has no 
motive to give false evidence. Therefore his statement on 
oath should be accepted that the inquiry was conducted 
by following the principles of natural justice. In support of 
his argument, the Id .adv. for the applicant resorted to Apex 
Court ruling in Union of India V/s. Verma (T.R) 1958II 
LLJ SC 259 wherein the Hon'ble Court on the point of 
acceptance of statement of inquiry officer observed that; 

".there is no reason why the statement of Mr. 

Byme should not be accepted as ture. He was 
admittedly an officer holding an high position and it 
is not suggested that there was any motive for him 
to give false evidence". 

However in the case at hand the facts are different 
and question of truthulness of evidence of inquiry officedr 
is not much relevant. In the case at hand, it is the fact that 
the opponent though was duly served with chargesheet, 
did not appear before the inquiry officer as the inquiry was 
kept far away from the please of his earlier work. Fact is 
also not disputed that the inquiry was proceeded exparte 
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as opponent did not take part in the inquiry proceeding. 
Therefore ratio laid down in the ruling is not attracted to 
the set of facts of the present case. 

9. In this resped the Id Adv. for the applicant 
submitted that in the application under Section 33 of ID. 
Act, the Tribunal has to examine whether there was inquiry 
and view taken by the inquiry officer is possible. He further 
submitted that in application under Section 33, the scope 
of Indue trial Tnbunbai is very limited. It cannot substitute 
its own judgement in plase of the finding of Inquiry Officer 
In support of his argument, the Idadv resorted to Apex 
Court ruling in Cholan Roadways Ltd. V/s. G. 
Thiruguanasambandam 2005 HI SCC 241 wherein on the 
point Hon'ble court observed that; 

Tt may be that considening this question may ifself 
have arrived at different conclusion. It has however, 
no right to substitute its own judgement for the 
judgement in question. It has only got to consider 
whether the view taken is a possible view on the 
evidence on record". 

10. In this respect the Id. Adv. for the opponent had 
rightly pointed out that the aforesaid ratio is not attracted 
to the set facts of this case as the inquiry herein was 
proceeded exparte. The aforesaid ratio is in respect of the 
finding of the inquiry officer where inquiry was condluded 
on merit. Therefore the ratio in the above ruling is not 
helpful to the applicant. 

11. The inquiry was proceeded exparte. However the 
Id. Adv. for the applicant submitted that the opponent was 
duly served with the chargesheet and date of inquiry. He 
further pointed out that the opponent wilfully remained 
absent. Therefore the inquiry proceeding and findings of 
the inquiry officer cannot be challenged on that ground. In 
support of his argument, the Id. Adv. for the applicant 
resorted to Rajasthan High Court ruling in Mohan Singh 
V/s. Jaipur Metal and Electricals Ltd. Jaipur 1996 LLR 
448 wherein on the point of exparte inquiry and findings 
thereof, the Hon’ble Court observed that; 

"In our view it is not open to him to raise his objection 
in appeal in as much as foil opportunity was given to 
him. But he himself did not participate in the inquiry 
proceeding which went exparte." 

12.In this respect the Id. Adv. for the opponent 
pointed out that though opponent wilfully remained absent, 
he had applied before the inquiry officer to change the 
place of inquiry which is 450 Kms away from the palce of 
his work and from the palce of head office of the company. 
The Id. Adv. for the opponent further pointed out that 
opponent had requested the inquiry officer to hold inquiry 
at Ponda, Goa near the head office of the applicant company. 
However inquiry officer had neglected his request and 
proceeded exparte. Therefore Id. Adv. submitted that the 


exparte inquiry and findings of Inquiry officer cannot be 
called fair and proper. In support of his argument, the Id. 
Adv. resorted to Andhra Pradesh High Court ruling in A. 

Ramamurthy V/s. A.P. Industrial Infrastructure 
Corporation, Hyderabad 2003 LLR 74 wherein the Hon’ble 
court observed that; 


to 

an 


"Although a delinquent employee has no right 
choose the place of inquiry, but conducting 
inquiry at a place where witnesses are not residing 
and rejecting the request of delinquent employee by 
the in quay officer will not be justified." 

13. In the case at hand, the fact is not disputed that 
the opponent was transferred 450 Kms away from Ponda 
Goa to the place of his new' posting in the State of 
Karnataka. The opponent had also applied to the inquiry 
officer to change the place of inquiry and it should be held 
at Ponda, Goa, The fact is not disputed that after issuance 
of transfer order, on the very next day the opponent was 
relieved and he was asked to join the place of his new 
posting which is 450 Kms away from Ponda, Goa. Fact is 
not disputed that the opponent did not join his duty at the 
place of his new posting. The witnesses who have issued 
the order of transfer and who have served the order of 
transfer on the opponent and who served him the relieving 
order all are from Ponda, Goa. In the circumstnces, the 
inquiry officer ought to have accepted the request of the 
opponent to change the place of inquiry to Ponda, Goa. 
The inquiry officer did not accept the request of the 
opponent, therefore, the opponent remained absent ar d 
the inquiry proceeded exparte. Such an inquiry cannot be 
called inquiry on merit. On the other hand, the inquiry officer 
proceeded exparte and recorded findings exparte. It was 
inquiry as opponent did not joint the duty at the place of 
his transfer. According to the opponent, he and some others 
were victimised by the company as they have joined an 
external union. Therefore they were deliberately transferred 
from Ponda, Goa to Karnataka State merely to harass and 
victimise them. In the circumstances and as the witnesses 
are from Ponda, Goa, in the light of above ruling inquiry 
officer committed mistake in rejecting the request of the 
opponent. In this back drom, the exparte inquiry ani 
findings thereon cannot be called fair and proper. The 
inquiiy was conducted in violation of principles of nature 1 
justice as inquiry officer did not allow the opponent to take 
part in the inquiry proceeding by rejecting his application 
to hold inquiry at Ponda, Goa. Accordingly, I hold that th ? 
inquiry was not fair and proper. Consequently, I also hold 
that the findings of inquiry officer are perverse. Accordingly 
I decide this point no. 1 in the negative. 

Points nos. 2 & 3:— 

14. As the inquiry is held not fair and proper and 
findings of inquiry officer are found to be perverse, as 
discussed in point no. 1 herein above, the question o 
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granding approval for termination of service of the 
opponent does not arise. Now the question is whether the 
applicant can be given an opportunity to lead evidence 
against the opponent. In this respect the ldadv for the 
opponent point out that the applicant has not alternatively 
prayed in the application to allow them to lead evidence, 
therefore the Tribunal should not direct the applicant 
company to adduce evidence. In support of his argument, 
the Id. Adv. cited Apex Court ruling in Shlankar 
Chakravarthy V/s. Britannia Biscuits Co. Ltd. AIR 1979 
SC 1652 wherein on the point the Hon’ble Apex Court 
observed that: 

14 In the alternative it must be pleaded that if the 
Labour Court or Industrial Tribunal comes to the 
conclusion that either there was no inquiry or the 
one held was defective , the employed would adduce 
evidence to substantiate the charges of misconduct 
alleged against the workman . Now if no such 
pleading is put forth, either at the initial stage or 
during the pendency of the proceedings } there arise 
no question of a sort of advisory role of the Labour 
Court or Industrial Tribunal, unintended by the Act 
to advise the employer, a party much better off than 
the workman to inform it about its rights namely 
the right to lead additional evidence and then give 
an opportunity which was never sought. This runs 
counter to the grain of industrial jurisprudence 

15. In the case at hand, though there is no alternative 
prayer in the application, however in the Rejoinder of the 
applicant at Ex-6, such an alternative prayer is made to 
allow them to lead evidence in support of the charges, in 
the event the inquiry and findings therein are set aside by 
the Tribunal. As there is prayer in the affidavit, the ratio in 
the above ruling is not attracted. Thus I think it proper to 
allow the applicant to lead their evidence in respect of the 
charges levelled against the Opponent. Thus I proceed to 
pass the following order: 

ORDER 

The inquiry is held not fair and proper and findings 
of inquiry officer are also declared as perverse. 

The applicant is allowed to lead their evidence 
against the opposite party on 23/09/2011 at 10.30 
a.m. in the Conference Hall of Mormugao Port Trust 
Guest House, Mormugao, Goa. 

Date: 01.08.2011 Sd/- 

K.B. KATAKE, 
Presiding Officer/Judge 

15 2011 
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New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3553-—in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 

.5/2008 .) of the Central 

Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court 2 Mumbai 

.now as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute 

between the employers in relation to the management of 
Sesa Goa Ltd. (Panaji Goa) and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on.15/11/2011. 

[F. No, L-29011/19/2007-IR (M)J 
JOHANTOPNO, Undersecretary 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE TTffi CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2, MUMBAI 

PRESENT 

K.B. KATAKE 
Presiding Officer 

APPLICATION. CGIT-2/5 OF 2008 

(Arising out of Ref. CGIT-2/15 of2008) 

PARTIES: 

Their Director—Production & Logistics 
Sesa Goa Ltd. 

Sesa Ghor 
20, EDC Complex 

Patto, Panaji APPLICANT 

V/S. 

Mr. Gokuldas Raikar 
House no. 564 
Kery Rivona 

Goa. : OPPONENT 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Applicant Mr. Girish Sardessai 

Advocate 

For the Opposite Party : Mr. P. Gaonkar, 
Representative, 
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Mumbai, dated the 1st August, 2011 
JUDCSMENTPAKT-I 

1. The applicant Sesa Goa Ltd. has filed this 
application under Section 33 (2) b of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. According to the applicant, opponent Mr. Gokuldas 
Raikar was working with the company at its unit at Goa. By 
letter dated 12/11/2007 he was transferred to the company's 
unit at A. Narain Mines, Megalahalli, Karnataka. The 
workman was supposed to report at the place of his transfer 
on 17/11/2007 at 9.00 a.m. Accordingly he was relieved 
from the duties at Sesa Goa Ltd Codi Mines from 12.11.2007. 
Mr. Gokuldas Raikar was advised that the GM. Mining at 
A. Nana in Mines was to assist him in obtaining appropriate 
accommodation. They had also offered him TA advance of 
Rs. 4000/- Though opponent was relieved on 12.11.2007 
and he was supposed to report on 21.08.2007. However till 
the date of filing of application he has not joined his duties 
at A. Narrain Mines in the state of Karnataka. Therefore 
the opponent was chargesheeted vide their letter dt. 
31.12.2007. As there was some error in the chargesheet, 
fresh chargesheet cum inquiry letter was issued to the 
opponent on 8/1/2008. He was chargesheeted for the 
misconduct of willful insubordination or disobedience of 
lawful and reasonable order of a superior (Under clause 14 
(3) (A) of the Model Standing Order). He was also charged 
under clause 14 (3) (E) for habitual absence without leave 
or absence without leave for more than 10 days. 

2. The inquiry was conducted by an impartial inquiry 
officer. Every opportunity was given to the opponent to 
appear for the inquiry and defend himself. The inquiry 
officer submitted his report and findings dated 4/2/2008 
and after appreciating the facts of the case held opponent 
guilty of the charges leveled against him. The applicant 
has accepted the report and findings of the inquiry officer. 
A showcause notice 8/2/2008 was issued to the opponent 
as to why he should not be dismissed from service. The 
opponent submitted his reply dt. 14/2/2008. His reply was 
not found satisfactory. Therefore the management has 
decided to dismiss the opponent from service. As reference 
no. L-29011/19/2007-IR dt. 6/2/2008 is pending before 
Industrial Tribunal, therefore by way of abundant 
precaution the management has filed this application for 
permission to the proposed action of dismissal of the 
opponent. In short they have prayed for approval to the 
action of dismissal of the opponent. 

3. The opponent workman resisted the approval 
application vide his written statement at Ex-4. According 
to him the vast majority of workman of Sesa Goa Ltd. 
working at Codli Mine have decided to join the external 
union namely United Mine Workers Union. Opponent has 
taken lead in formation of the said union therefore the 
management has issued the order of transfer to victimize 
him for his activities of trade union as he has taken lead to 


from new union along with some other workers. The order 
of transfer was issued on 09/11/2007. It was received to the 
worker on 12/11/2007. It was issued with malafied intension 
and merely to victimize the workman. The workman and 
some others who have joined the external union were 
transferred to Karnataka. No workman was transferred who 
belong to the management's sponsored union. The ransfer 
order amounts to alteration of service conditions of the 
workman. Transfer order was issued to put up pressure on 
the workman. 

4. Therefore the workman and other did not join their 
new posting in the Karnataka state. After the workman was 
served with the chargesheet, dated 09/11/2007, he filed 
reply thereto and requested the General Manager Mines 
to supply copies of the documents and copies of certified 
standing orders on which the chargesheet was based. 
However copies of the documents were not supplied to 
him. The workman also filed his say to the chagesheet- 
cum-notice dt. 28/12/2007. It was issued merely to victimize 
the workman. The place of inquiry was fixed 450 kms. away 
from the place of his appointment and the head o ffice of 
the company. The workman requested to change the place 
of inquiry at the head office. The workman was agair served 
with chargesheet-cum-notice of inquiry dated 8/2/2038. The 
workman replied and requested the inquiry officer for 
change of place of inquiry at his office at Ponda Goa as 
Inquiry officer was from Ponda, Goa. He had also sought 
for fifteen days’ time. 

5. The workman was not allowed to be represented 
by the General Secrertary of their union whereas 
management was represented by experienced and legally 
trained persons. No opportunity was given to the workman 
to defend himself. The inquiry was conducted e? -parte. 
The inquiry officer acted as an agent of the management. 
He did not follow the principles of natural justice. Ht closed 
the ex-parte inquiry in two sittings. The findings of the 
inquiry officer are notbased on the evidence on record. 
The inquiry is not fair and proper. The findings of the 
inquiry officer are perverse. Therefore the workman prays 
that the application be rejected with cost. 

6. Following are the points for my determination. I 
record my findings thereon for the reasons to follow: 


Points 

1. Whether the inquiry and 
findings of inquiry officer 
are fair and proper? 

2. Whether permission/ 
approval for the action of 
termination of services 

of workman can be granted? 

3. What order? 


Findings 

No. 


Yet to be 
determined. 


As per order 
below. 
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REASONS 

Point no. 1:— 

7. In respect of inquiry, the feet is not disputed that 
the inquiry herein was conducted exparte. The workman 
though was served with the chargesheet he did not take 
part in the inquiry proceeding. According to him, the place 
of inquiry was 450 kms. away from Goa. Therefore he had 
requested the inquiry officer to change the place of inquiry 
to Ponda, Goa. According to the workman as he himself 
and some others were transferred far away at a place 
situated in Karnataka State, it was to harass and victimize 
them as they have jointed the external union. He further 
submitted that though the workman was absent, the inquiry 
officer ought to have followed the due procedure while 
conducting the inquiry. Instead of that the inquiry officer 
has concluded the inquiry within two sittings. He did not 
follow the procedure and principles of natural justice. 

8. in this respect the Idadv for the applicant submitted 
that affidavit of inquiry officer is on record at Ex-9 wherein 
it is contended that the amended chargesheet dated 8/1/ 
2008 was served on the workman. He has further contended 
that he has conducted the inquiry according to the 
principles of natural justice. The Idadv submitted that the 
inquiry officer was ;holding a high position. He has no 
motive to give false evidence. Therefore his statement on 
oath should be accepted that the inquiry was conducted 
by following the principles of natural justice. In support of 
his argument, the Idadv for the applicant resorted to Apex 
Court ruling in Union of India V/s. Verma (T.R.) 1958II 
LLJ SC 259 wherein the Hon'ble Court on the point of 
acceptance of statement of inquiry officer observed that; 

".there is no reason why the statement of Mr. 

by me should not be accepted as true. He was 
admittedly an officer holding an high position and it 
is not suggested that there was any motive for him 
to give false evidence." 

However in the case at hand the facts are different 
and question of truthfulness of evidence of inquiry officer 
is not much relevant. In the case at hand, it is the fact that 
the opponent though was duly served with chargesheet, 
did not appear before the inquiry officer as the inquiry was 
kept far away from the place ofhis earlier work. Fact is also 
not disputed that the inquiry was proceeded exparte as 
opponent did not take part in the inquiry proceeding. 
Therefore ratio laid down in this ruling is not attracted to 
the set of facts of the present case. 

9. In this respect the Id. Adv. for the applicant 
submitted that in the application under Section 33 of I.D. 
Act, the Tribunal has to examine whether there was inquiry 
and view taken by the inquiry officer is possible. He further 
submitted that in application under Section 33, the scope 
of Industrial Tribunal is very limited. It cannot substitute 


its own judgement in place of the finding of Inquiry Officer 
In support of his argument, the Idadv resorted to Apex 
Court ruling in Cholan Roadways Ltd. V/s. G. 
Thirugnanasambandam 2005 III SCC 241 wherein on the 
point Hon'ble court observed that 

"It may be that considering this question may itself 
have arrived at different conclusion. It has however, 
no right to substitute its own judgement for the 
judgement in question. It has only got to consider 
whether the view taken is a possible view on the 
evidence on record. M 

10. In this respect the Id. Adv. for the opponent has 
rightly pointed out that the aforesaid ratio is not attracted 
to the set of facts of this case as the inquiry herein was 
proceeded exparte. The aforesaid ratio is in respect of the 
finding of the inquiry officer where inquiry was concluded 
on merit Therefore the ratio in the above ruling is not 
helpful to the applicant. 

11. The inquiry was proceeded exparte. However the 
Id. Adv. for the applicant submitted that the opponent was 
duly served with the chargesheet and date of inquiry. He 
further pointed out that the opponent wilfully remained 
absent. Therefore the inquiry proceeding and findings of 
the inquiry officer cannot be challenged on that ground. In 
support of his argument, the Id. Adv. for the applicant 
resorted to Rajasthan High Court ruling in Mohan Singh 
V/s. Jaipur Metal and Electricals Ltd. Jaipur 1996 LLR 
448 wherein on the point of exparte inquiry and findings 
thereof, the Hon’ble Court observed that; 

"In our view it is not open to him to raise his objection 
in appeal in as much as full opportunity was given to 
him. But he himself did not participate in the inquiry 
proceeding which went exparte." 

12. In this respect the Id. Adv. for the opponent 
pointed out that though opponent wilfully remained absent, 
he had applied before the inquiry officer to change the 
place of inquiry which is 450 Kms. away from the place of 
his work and from the place of head office of the company. 
The Id. Adv. for the opponent further pointed out that 
opponent had requested the inquiry officer to hold inquiry 
at Ponda, Goa near the head office of the applicant company. 
However inquiry officer had neglected his request and 
proceeded exparte. Therefore Id. Adv. submitted that the 
exparte inquiry and findings of Inquiry officer cannot be 
called fair and proper. In support ofhis argument, the Id. 
Adv. resorted to Andhra Pradesh High Court ruling in A. 
Ramamurthy V/s. A.P. Industrial Infrastructure 
Corporation, Hyderabad 2003 LLR 74 wherein the Hon’ble 
court observed that: 

"Although a delinquent employee has no right to 
choose the place of inquiry, but conducting an 
inquiry at a place where witnesses are not residing 
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and rejecting the request of delinquent employee by 

the inquiry officer will not be justified." 

13. In the case at hand, the fact is not disputed that 
the opponent was transferred 450 Kms. away from Ponda 
Goa to the place of his new posting in the State of 
Karnataka. The opponent had also applied to the inquiry 
officer to change the place of inquiry and it should be held 
at Ponda Goa. The fact is not disputed that after issuance 
of transfer order, on the very next day the opponent was 
relieved and he was asked to join the place of his new 
posting which is 450 Kms. away from Ponda, Goa. Fact is 
not disputed that the opponent did not join his duty at the 
place of his new posting. The witnesses who have issued 
the order of transfer and who have served the order of 
transfer on the opponent and who served him the relieving 
order all are from Ponda, Goa. In the circumstances, the 
inquiry officer ought to have accepted the request of the 
opponent to change the place of inquiry to Ponda, Goa. 
The inquiry officer did not accept the request of the 
opponent, therefore, the opponent remained absent and 
the inquiry proceeded exparte. Such an inquiry cannot be 
called inquiry on merit. On the other hand, the inquiry officer 
proceeded exparte and recorded findings exparte. It was 
inquiry as opponent did not joint the duty at the place of 
his transfer. According to the opponent, he and some others 
were victimised by the company as they have joined an 
external union. Therefore they were deliberately transferred 
from Ponda, Goa to Karnataka State merely to harass and 
victimise them. In the circumstances and as the witnesses 
are from Ponda, Goa, in the light of above ruling inquiry 
officer committed mistake in rejecting the request of the 
opponent. In this back drop, the exparte inquiry and 
findings thereon cannot be called fair and proper. The 
inquiry was conducted in violation of principles of natural 
justice as inquiry officer did not allow the opponent to take 
part in the inquiry proceeding by rejecting his application 
to hold inquiry at Ponda, Goa. Accordingly, I hold that the 
inquiry was not fair and proper. Consequently, I also hold 
that the findings of inquiry officer are perverse. Accordingly, 
I decide this point no. 1 in the negative. 

Point nos. 2 &3:— 


Britannia Biscuits Co, Ltd, AIR 1979 SC 1652 wherein 
on the poiint the Hon'ble Apex Court observed that: 


"In the alternative it must be pleaded that ifth? 
Court or Industrial Tribunal comes to the coi 
that either there was no inquiry or the one 
defective, the employer would adduce evi 
substantiate the charges of misconduct 
against the workman. Now if no such pleadi^ 
forth, either at the initial stage or during the 
of the proceedings, there arise no question 
of advisory role of the Labour Court or Iifi 
Tribunal, unintended by the Act to 
employer, a party much better off than the W 
to inform it about its rights namely the righjt 
additional, evidence and then given an op] 
which was never sought. This runs count^: 
grain of Industrial jurisprudence." 

15. In the case at hand, though there is no 
prayer in the application, however in the Rejoind^i 
applicant at Ex-7, such an alternative prayer is 
allow them to lead evidence in support of the chi 
the event the inquiry and findings therein are set 
the Tribunal. As there is prayer in the affidavit, th^ 
the above ruling is not attracted. Thus I think it 
allow the applicant to lead their evidence in respej 
charges levelled against the opponent. Thus I pr< 
pass the following order: 

ORDER 
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The inquiry is held not fair and proper and lindings 
of inquiry officer are also declared as perverse. 

The applicant is allowed to lead their evidence 
against the opposite party on 23/09/2011 at 10.30 
a.m. in the Conference Hall of Moimugao Port Trust 
Guest House, Mormugao, Goa. 

Date: 01.08.2011 
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14. As the inquiry is held not fair and proper and 
findings of inquiry officer are found to be perverse, as 
discussed in point no. 1 herein above, the question of 
granting approval for termination of service of the opponent 
does not arise. Now the question is whether the applicant 
can be given an opportunity to lead evidence against the 
opponent. In this respect the Idadv for the opponent 
pointed out that the applicant has not alternatively prayed 
in the application to allow them to lead evidence, therefore 
the Tribunal should not direct the applicant company to 
adduce evidence. In support of his argument, the Id. Adv. 
cited Apex Court ruling in Shankar Chakravarthy V/s. 
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New Delhi the 15 th November, 2011 

S.O. 3554.—in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 

54/2002.) of the Central Government Industrial 

Tribunal/Labour Court-2 Mumbai now as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Mumbai Port Trust 
(Mumbai) and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 15.11.2011. 

[No. L-31011/30/2001-IR(M)] 
Johan Topno, Under Secretary. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL (GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2 MUMBAI 

PRESENT 

K.B. KATAKE 
Presiding Officer 

REFERENCE NO. CGH-2/54/ of2002 

EMPLOYERS IN RELATION TO THE MANAGEMENT 
OF MUMBAI PORT TRUST 

1; The Chairman 
Mumbai Port Trust 
Shooiji Vallabhdas marg 
Ballard Estate 
Mumbai-400 038. 

2. Shri Chandrasekhar Gopala & 31 Ors. 
Tally/Computer Clerks 
C/o. Shri M.B. Anchan, Advocate. 

AND 

THEIR WORKMEN. 

The Secretary 

Mumbai Port Trust Dock & General Employees 
Union 

Port Trust Kamgar Sadan 
Nawab Tank Road 
Mazgaon 
Mumbai 400 010. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Emp loyer Mr. Umesh Nabar, 

Advocate. 

For the Impleaded : Mr. M.B. Anchan, 
workers Advocate. 

FOR THE WORKMEN : Mr. J.H. Sawant, 

Adcovate. 

Mumbai, dated the 30th August, 2011. 


AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour & 
Employment by its Order No.L-31011/30/2001-IR(M), dated 
04.07.2002 in exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and su-section 2 (A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 have referred the 
following industrial dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication: 

“Whether the action of the management of MbPT, 
Dock Department, Mumbai in ranking 20 tally clerks 
(list enclosed) below in seniority of 37 class-IV 
employees working as Computer Clerks is legal and 
justified? If not, to what relief the said workmen are 
entitled to?" 

List of Tally Clerks, Hamallage, Docks Deptt. Mumbai 
Port Trust , Mumbai. 

1. Shri Vilas B. Sawant 

2. ShridnyanobaN. Pilane 

3. ShriPrakashG. Vaidya 

4. ShriDineshS. Rao 

5. Shri Sudhir D. Gudre 

6 ShriMaheshR. Kulkami(Sr.) 

7. Shri Vishnu P. Saste 

8. ShriVivekM.Nadkami 

9. Shri Babaj i T. Sadye 

10. Shri Mavji J. Solanki 

11. Shri Sunil P. Mohite 

12. j Shri Pravin B. Bharate 

13. ShriRameshS.Zalte 

14. Shri Vishnu S. Jagtap 

15. Shri Madhukar P. Kalote 

16. Shri Naresh N. Sonawane 

17. Shri Ganesh A. Kondvilkar 

18. ShriMilindA.Mane 

19. Shri Shripati J. Bhosale 

20. Shri GopalN. Kale 

2. After receipt of the reference, both the parties were 
served with notices. They appeared through their 
representatives. The second party union has filed its 
statement of claim at Ex-6. According to them, the 
management of Mumbai Port Trust by its circular dated 
7.7.1994 invited applicationx from eligible class -IV male 
employees for Class-Ill Promotional posts of Tally Clerk 
from all departments of MbPT to fill up the vacancies of 
20% departmental quota. The ratio of internal promotees 
and direct recruits are 20:80 as prescribed in the MbPT 
Employees (Recruitment, Seniority & Promotion) 
Regulation. Some 370 eligible class-IV employees applied 
for the post of Tally clerks. Out of them 281 employees 
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appeared for the written test. 77 employees were declared 
passed in the written test. They were interview in December 
1994 and the first 20 successful class-IV employees were 
selected and appointed in accordance with the Regulation 
11 w.e.f. 10/7/1995 on regular basis. According to the union, 
before joining these 20 employees, the management has 
posted 37 Class-IV employees to the Computer Section as 
Computer Clerks. They were promoted and posted without 
following the recruitment and promotional rules for the 
post of computer clerk. Though they were posted to work 
as a computer clerks, they continue to draw the salary of 
class-IV employees only. They have neither passed the 
written test nor faced the personal interview as required 
under the Regulation. Therefore, they cannot be posted as 
a computer clerks. They are unlawfully shown senior to 
these 20 Class-IV employees who have passed the written 
examination and have qualified in the interview. 
Management has taken some undertaking from these 20 
promotees to accept the seniority below the persons 
already shown in the list. Such an undertaking is illegal 
and not binding on these 20 promotees. 

3. In the year 1998, the union has made representation 
to the management and requested to give seniority to these 
20 promotees above the 37 other class-IV workers who 
were promoted on ad-hoc basis and without any test or 
interview. The management neglected the demand of the 
union. Therefore union raised an industrial dispute before 
ALC (C). As conciliation failed,ALC (C) made a report to 
the Central Government. Ultimately Labour Ministry has 
sent the reference to this Tribunal. The union therefore 
prays that the action of management in promoting the 37 
class-IV employees in the category of Tally clerk and giving 
them seniority over 20 tally clerks in Dockyard Department 
be declared illegal, null and void and these 20 workers be 
given seniority above the 37 class-IV employees. 

4. The first party management resisted the statement 
of claim vide its written statement at Ex-12. According to 
them, the claim and averments of the second party union 
are false. The pleading in the statement of claim is 
inconsistent. They denied all the allegations made against 
them, According to them the claim of the union is 
misconceived and malafied and not maintainable. The 37 
tally clerks were working on ad hoc basis as Tally clerks 
from their initial date of appointment. Thereafter these 20 
tally clerks were recruited. As per the direction of the 
Hon'ble Supreme Court, the ad-hoc appointees are required 
to be regularized on their posts of the initial appoint on the 
post if they are found to be eligible for the post. By the 
demand of the second party, there would be injustice to 
the 37 employees who are appointed on ad-hoc basis. The 
seniority and service conditions of these 37 employees 
would be adversely affected in case the request of union is 
accepted. The union and the 20 employees concerned had 
knowledge of ad-hoc appointment of these 37 workers. 



These 37 employees are not party to the reference and 
reference could not be decided unless they are heard on 
the point. They have denied*all the parawise co ntents in 
the statement of claim and pray that the reference be 
dimissed with cost. 

5. After the objection raised by the first par:y the 32 
employees concerned were impleaded as party to the 
reference. They resisted the statement of claim vide their 
written statement at Ex-85. According to them, they were 
appointed by the management since 1973 in the B Category 
of Mazdoors. Subsequently they were promoted to the A 
Category Mazdoors w. ef 1/12/1991. In October 1992, MbPT 
had published a notice calling upon for applications from 
Mazdoors who have passed the SSC Examinations and 
want to work as computer clerks. Accordingly they 
submitted their applications to the Labour Inspector. After 
their selection they were trained in computers. After their 
successful training in computers, certificate of computer 
proficiency were issued to them. Thereafter th^y were 
appointed as computer clerks w.ef 3 If12/1992 However 
they were paid the wages of Mazdoors. Therefore they 
made representation to the Chairman for payment of wages 
ot Clerical cadre. As Chairman did not give any response, 
they approached BPT Employees Union. Union has written 
a letter to the chairman to consider their demand for wages. 
The chairman considered their demand and accorded 
sanction for appointing a selection commirtee for 
appointment of the Mazdoors as Tally (computer) Cierks. 
The selection committee selected them as Tally/Computer 
Clerk and they were appointed as Tally Clerk from 1 '1/1995. 
However their demand for wages in the category of tally 
clerks was pending with the MbPT. In the meant ime, the 
Mumbai Port Trust had called for application for the 
recruitment of another 20 tally clerks. Their written test 
was held on 28/08/1994. Seventy-seven workers were 
interview on 14/11 /1994 and the 20 candidates were selected 
to the post of Tally clerk. They were appointed as Tally 
clerk from 10/07/1995 whereas the 37 workers were 
appointed as Tally clerks from 1/1/1995. t herefore they are 
senior to these 20 workmen appointed subsequently. While 
appointing these 20 workmen a condition was put to accept 
the seniority of these 37 workmen appointed earlier. 
Therefore these 20 workers cannot claim seniority over the 
32 workmen (newly impleaded as party). Thus they pray 
that the reference be dismissed with cost. 

6. The second party union has filed its rejoinder at 
Ex-IS. According to them, the condition stipulated in the 
appointment letters is void and illegal in respect of the 
seniority of the 37 workers. Therefore it is not binding on 
them. They further contended that though these 37 workers 
were appointed as Tally Clerks, they were wrongfully 
promoted. They were given the scale of Tally Clerk 
subsequently. They were never ad-hoc appointee|s in the 
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post of Tally Clerk. They were not posted to perform the 
duties ofTally clerk till 11/10/1998 whereas the 20 promoted 
tally clerks were given duties of tally clerk w.e.f 10/07/1995 
and 01/09/1995. According to them, when undertaking was 
obtained from them, these 37 employees were not 
performing duties of tally clerk. They contended that the 
claim of the first party management is false and incorrect. 

7. Following are the issues framed by my Ld. 
Predecessors for my determination. I record my findings 
thereon for the reasons to follow: 

Sr. Issues Findings 

No. 

L Whether action of the 
management in ranking 
20 Tally Clerks below 
seniority of 37 Class IV 
employees working as 
Computer Clerks is legal 
and justified? 

2. What relief second party 
is entitled to get? 

3. What order? 

REASONS 

Issue no. 1:— 

8. In the case at hand the fact is not disputed that 
the twenty workmen under reference had applied for the 
post of tally clerk. They appeared for written examination. 
Out of 370 candidates only 77 have passed the written 
examination. The fact is not disputed that those 
77 candidates were called for interview and only 
20 candidates i.e. the workmen under reference were found 
eligible and they were selected for the post of tally clerks. 
They were appointed as Tally clerk w.e.f 10/7/1995. In 
short the 20 workers under reference were selected out of 
370 candidated and they were appointed as tally clerks. 
Their selection and appointment is as per MbPT 
Employees (recruitment, Seniority and Promotion) 
Regulations 1977. The same is not challenged either by 
the first party or by the 32 workers who are impleaded 
subsequently as party to the reference. As against this, 
according to the second party union, the 37 workers from 
Class-IV Mazdoor Cadre were not selected as per the 
provisions of promotion rules. Neither their applications 
were invited to face examination nor they were 
interviewed. Even according to the first party, as per their 
written statement Ex-12, the 37 workers were appointed 
as Tally Clerks on ad-hoc basis. Therefore the second 
party union submitted that these 37 workers appointed 
on ad-hoc basis without following the recruitment rules 
and procedure cannot be given seniority above the 20 
workmen under reference who were selected for the 
promotional post by following due procedure prescribed 


therefor. They had passed the examination and interview. 
These 20 workmen are selected out of 370 workers. 

9. In this respect, the fd adv. for the first party 
submitted that before the appointment these 20 workers 
have signed the agreement and have accepted the seniroity 
of the 37 workers. Therefore, now they are estopped from 
challenging the seniority of these 37 workers. In support 
of his argument, the Id adv. for the first party resorted to 
the Apex Court ruling in Bank of India V/s. O.P. Swarnakar 
2003 SCC (L & S) 200 wherein the Hon'ble Court on the 
point observed that: 

"The Scheme is contractual in nature. The contractual 
right dealt by the employees concern, therefore could 
be waived. The employee concerned having accepted 
the part of benefit could not be permitted to up- 
probate and re-probate nor can they be permitted to 
release from their stand." 

In another para of the judgment, the Hon'ble Court 
further observed that: 

"As a general principle, one who knowingly accepts 
the benefits of contract or conveyance is estopped 
to deny the validity or bindingness on him of such 
contract or conveyance." 

In this respect, the Hon’ble Couri further observed 

that: 

"This rule has to be applied to do equity and must 
not be applied in such a manner as to violate the 
principle of right and good conscious." 

10. In this respect, the Id adv. for the second parly 
rightly submitted that the workers who were appointed or 
were promoted without following the rules prescribed 
therefor cannot be regularized merely as the workers who 
were promoted subsequently have accepted the semrity 
of the earlier appointees. According to him, had these 37 
workers promoted after following the rules, in such 
circumstances the principle of estoppel could have been 
attracted. According to him, the irregular or arbitrary 
promotions or appointments cannot be regularized by such 
agreements. In support of his argument the Id adv for the 
second party has resorted to Apex Court ruling in Nazira 
Begum Lashkar V/s. State of Assam AIR 2001 SC 102 
wherein the Honn’ble Court in para 14 of the judgment 
observed that: 

"Since the appointments to the posts are governed 
by a set of statutory rules and the prescribed 
procedure therein had not been followed, and on the 
other hand appointments have been made 
indiscriminately immediately after the posts were 
allotted to different districts at the behest of some 
unseen hands, such appointments would not confer 
any right on the appointee. Nor such appointee can 
claim even any equitable relief from any court." 


No. 


As per final 
order. 

As per final order. 
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11. In the light of above observation of Apex Court, 
the 37 workers apromoted on ad-hoc basis cannot be given 
seniority above these 20 workmen, as they were not 
promoted after following the due procedure and promotional 
rules. On the other hand these 20 workers were promoted 
after following due procedure and promotional rules. 
Therefore they are entitled to get seniority above the 
aforesaid 37 workers. Accordingly I hold that, the first party 
was not justified in giving seniority to the 37 workers above 
the 20 workmen under reference. Accordingly I decide this 
issue no. 1 in the negative. 

Issue no.2:— 

12. As these 20 Tally Clerks are entitled to get seniority 
above the 37 workmen, they are entitled to all consequential 
benefits including seniority for further promotion and other 
monetary benefits, If any. Accordingly I hold that these 20 
w orkmen under reference are entitled to get the advantage 
and benefit of seniority above the 37 workers who were 
give ad-hoc promotions. Thus this issue is decided 
accordingly. Hence I pass the following order: 

ORDER 

1. The reference is allowed. 

2. The action of first party ranking 20 Tally Clerks 
under reference below in seniority of 37 class-IV 
empiyees working as Computer Clerks is hereby 
declared illegal, null and void. 

3. The 20 workmen under reference are entitled to 
get seniority above these 37 workers. They are 
also entitled to all consequential benefits. 

Date: 30th August 2011 


Chennai now as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of National Insurance Co. Ltd. Pudukotta and 
their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 15/11/2011. 

[F.No. L-170i 2/47/2008JlR(M)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOV^ERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNALrQJiVI-LABOlIR COURT 
CHENNAI 

Thursday, the 20th October, 2011 

Present : AN. JANARDANAN 
Presiding Officer 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 13/2009 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of! Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947( 14 of 1947), between 
the Management of National Insurance Co. Ltd. apd their 
workman) 


BETWEEN 
Smt. J. Kalyani 
AND 


: 1 st Party/Petitioner 


L The Branch Manager : 2nd Party/1st Respondent 
National Insurance Co. Ltd. 

East Main Street 
Pudukottai 


K. B. KATAKE, Presiding Officer. 

^ IS TO^/2011 

vw 353 S.—staftPrar flrarc a r ftifrqH 1947 
(1947 q>T 14) qft VRl 17 3 

3f3*r«i 3 [HRy sjrtfrftar 3 

irear 13/2009) wiftra qrreit fc ^ 

15/11/2011 q?r tjm ? 3 n «n 

[W #> 17012/47/2008-311^ 31R (T^)] 

New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3555.—in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 13/2009) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court 


2. The Regional Manager : 2nd Party/2nd Respondent 
Regional Office 
National Insurance Co. Ltd. 

No. 684, Trichy Road 
Coimbatore 


APPEARANCE: 

For the 1st Party/ 

1st Petitioner 

For the 2nd Party/ 

1st and 2nd Management 


M/s M. Muthupandi 
Advocates 

M.s. T.S. Gopalan&| 
Advocates 


AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide its 
order no. L-17012/47/2008 [IR (M)] dated 13.10.2008 referred 
the following Industrial Dispute to this Tribunal for 
adjudication: 

The schedule mentioned in that order is: 


an. 


Co. 


" Whether the action of the National Insurance 
Company, Pudukottai and Coimbatc re in 


i ■ -i 


«i. *. 
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terminating the services without assigning any 

reason in respect of Smt . J. Kalyani, Part Time 

Sweeper w.ef. September, 2006 is justifies? To what 

the relief the workamn is entitled? 

2. After the receipt of Industrial Dispute, this Tribunal 
numbered it as ID 13/2009. Pursuant to notice under RPAD, 
the petitioner had entered appearance. The respondents 
though were served with notice did not appear in spite of 
several adjournments given and therefore they were called 
absent and set ex-parte . 

3. This Tribunal thereupon passed an Award 
datedl5.06.2009, ex-parte ordering reinstatement of the 
petitioner with all benefits which having been sought to be 
set aside as per IA 86 of2009 supported by LA 85 of2009 to 
condone delay, this Tribunal as per oder dated 15.03.2010 
allowed the request on payment of penalty of Rs. 10,000/- 
by Petitioner/Respondent to the Respondent/Petitioner, in 
due compliance whereof the award was set aside and the 
ID was restored to file. 

4. Respondent thereafter filed Counter Statement. 

5. The petitioner had filed claim statement raising her 
contentions, as follows: 

She had been employed as Sweeper cum Office 
Assistant on and from 15.03.2000 in the Respondent's 
office, and put in nearly 6 years of service. She was orally 
terminated on 01.09.2006 She studies upto SSLC. She has 
been paid weekly wage of Rs. 475/-. Her service was 
continuous. Yet she was not made permanent in spite of 
repeated demands. She has already put in statutory period 
of seivice under I.D. Act 1947. Her oral termination is illegal, 
unjust and void abinttio. She is entitled to reinstatement 
with back wages and all attendant benefits. She had been 
initially employed as Part-Time Sweeper. As on date she is 
40 years old She had been employed without any notional 
break. The oral termination was not for misconduct and is 
not as retrenchment, in which case there should be 
compliance of Section-25(f) of the ID Act which was not 
there. Her termination is nonest in the eye of law. She has 
been without employment thereafter and she is ready and 
willing to join duty. She prays for reinstatement with all 
benefits including back wages. 

6. Contentions in the common Counter Statements 
of both the Respondents briefly read as follows: 

The Branch Office of the 1st Respondent/company 
at Pudukottai was opened on 10.06.1982. The employees in 
the broad classification comprised of Sub-Staff including 
Drivers, Full Time Sweepers and Part Time Sweepers as 
Class-IV in the ordinal numeral. No person can get entry 
into service unless appointed in writing against a 
sanctioned post. As a measure of becoming cost-conscious 
there was a policy not to make further recruitment to Part 


Time Sweepers posts. Part time Sweepers when converted 
into Full Time Sweepers the vacancy of Part Time Sweeper 
ceased to exist. Existing Part Time Sweepers were directed 
to be converted into Full Time Sweepers against sanctioned 
strength. After 1999 there was no direct appointment to the 
post of Full Time Sweeper except by conversion of Part 
Time Sweepers into Full Time Sweepers, last of which in 
Coimbatore Region was made on 20.04.1998. Therefore all 
establishments without any Sweeper were permitted to 
engage Casual Sweepers on daily wage basis, which was 
followed in Pudukottai Branch engaging Daily Waged 
Sweepers. From records it appears that between 2001 and 
August 2006 at Pudukottai Branch apart from petitioner 
Ms. Bama, Kamala, Kuppan, Ramu and Raja had been 
engaged. Petitioner was last engaged on 21.07.2006 
whetherafter Rama, Bama and Raja Appeared to have been 
engaged on the above basis. A so-called representation 
sent in the last week of August 2006 for regularization sent 
by petitioner is not traceable in the Regional Office. 
Petitioner was not stopped from engagement as PTS. After 
21.07.2006 she was not offering for engagement. She was 
not engaged for continous period. She cannot have any 
claim for any sort of employment. It is denied that she was 
orally denied employment on 01.09.2006, The claim is to be 
rejected. 

7. Points for consideration are: 

(i) Whether the termination from service of Smt. J. 
Kalyani without assigning any reason w.ef 
September, 2006 is justified? 

(ii) To what relief the petitioner is entitled to? 

8. The evidence consists of oral evidence of WWl 
and Ex. W1 to Ex. W5 on the petitioner's side and the oral 
evidence of MW 1 and MW2 and Ex. M1 to Ex. M20 on the 
Respondent's side. 

Points (i) & (ii) 

9. Heard both sides. Perused records, documents 
and evidence. On behalf of the petitioner her learned 
counsel argued in terms of the contentions in the Claim 
Statement He would contend that w.ef 01.09.2006 petitioner 
was orally terminated without notice. She had worked for 6 
years. There is violation of Section-2 5(f) of the ID Act. She 
hails from Scheduled Caste Community. Social justice 
demands that her service is protected and she is to be 
ordered to be reinstated into service with all benefits. He 
relied on the decision of the High Court of Himachal 
Pradesh in HIMACHAL PRADESH STATE ELECTRICITY 
BOARD AND ANOTHER VS. LAXMI DEVI AND 
ANOTHER (2011- l-LLJ-819) wherein it is held that a Part- 
Time Employees is a workmen. In. BHILWARD DUGDH 
UTPADAKA SAHAKARIS. LTD. VS. VINOD KUMAR 
SHARMADEAD BY LRs AND OTHERS (201l-IV-LU-292) 
Supreme Court held "labour statues were meant to protect 
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the employees/workman because it was realized that the 
employers and employees are not equal bargaining 
position. Hence , protection of employees was required so 
that they may not be exploited". In HARJINDER SINGH 
VS. PUNJAB STATE WAREHOUSING CORPORATION 
(2010-3-SCC-192) Supreme Court held "9. We are not 
oblivious of the distinction in regard to the legality of the 
order of termination in a case where Section 25-F of the 
Act applies on the one hand, and a situation where Section 
25-G thereof applies on the other. Whereas in a case where 
Section 25-F of the Act applies the workman is bound to 
provide that he had been in continuous service of 240 
days during twelve months preceding the order of 
termination; in case where he invokes the provisions of 
Sections 25-G and 25-H thereof he may not have to 
establish the said fact". 

10. The contra arguments on behalf of the 
Respondent are that the admitted case of the petitioner is 
that her engagement was without any appointment order. 
Challenge is against non-compliance of Section-25 (f) and 
that the termination is bad in law. There is no termination or 
stoping of her engagement with the Management but she 
herself stopped to come for the engagement. Her 
representation in August 2006 is only a self-serving 
statement claiming herself to be engaged on Full Time 
basis. As is evident from Ex.M4 Voucher she was paid Rs. 
475/- on 07.07.2006 as last payment where after she has not 
turned up for work. It could be seen that the last 
engagement of Kalyani was on 07.07.2006 and not on 
01.09.2006. She has not been issued with any appointment 
order admittedly. Mere working is not an employment. 
Reliance was placed on the decision of the Apex Court in 
UTTRANCHAL FORESTHOSPITALTRUST VS. DINESH 
KUMAR (2008-HXJ-565) wherein Supreme Court held that 
" The stand of the appellant that the respondent was called 
for work whenever work was available, and as and when 
required and that he was not called for doing any work 
when the same was not available, has been established. 
The Labour Court itself noted that the workman was 
engaged in work by others as he was working in the 
appellant's establishment for one hour or little more on 
some days. The documents filed clearly established that 
the claim of having worked more than 240 days is clearly 
belied. In the aforesaid position, the Labour Court and 
the High Court were not justified in ordering the 
reinstatement with partial back wages". 

11. In the box petitioner stated that from 03.07.2006 
to 07.07.2006 she worked and denied having worked 
between 08.07.2006 to 30.08.2006. She is demanding 
employment only as permanent Sub-Staff and not for an 
employment as before. She wants permanent job and not 
on rotation basis. She denied having stopped work from 


July and added that Branch Manager Kamaraj only stopped 
her work which was orally. According to MW1 Kamaraj 
petitioner was not terminated from service but she was. not 
turning up for duty. According to MW2 Gomathinayagam, 
Deputy Director of the company at Coimbatore petitioner 
is not entitled to Full Time post or regularization. 

12. In order to sustain the claim of the petitioner for 
reinstatement or any other alternative relief it is for hor to 
establish that she has put in continuous service by wor dng 
for not less than 240 days in a calendar year preceding her 
termination from service. It is not disputed that petitimer 
worked only as a Casual Sweeper under the Respondent. 
Even according to her version as WW1 it is discerribly 
not on a continuous or regular basis but was only m a 
rotation basis. There had been other persons simi arly 
engaged like her on rotation basis. Documents Ex.Wl to 
Ex.W5 or the documents produced on behalf of the 
Respondent which have a bearing on the dispute coul d be 
found to belie her case of having worked continuous y so 
as to ripen to herself a right in terms of continuous sei vice 
for minimum one year. Should the petitioner derive any 
benefit under Section-25F of the ID Act it is to be 
specifically proved by her that she has worked for not 
less than 240 days during a calendar year preceding her 
cessation from engagement. While petitioner's case is 
that she was stopped from being engaged on 01.09.2006 
by MW1 Kamaraj, his case is that petitioner was not 
reporting for duty after 07.07.2006 and there was no any 
termination effected. 

In order to succeed it is for the petitioner to prove 
that she worked for not less than 240 days in 12 calendar 
months and also that she was actually being terminated 
from service by the management for which there s no 
reliable and substantial evidence. From Ex.M4-Vocher she 
is seen to have been paid Rs. 475/- on 07.07.2006 where 
after she is not seen to have turned up for work. It appears 
to be an instance of herself stopping her engagement and 
not an instance of a termination at the hands of the 
employer. When it is cessation of engagement by herself 
there is no question of assigning any reason by the 
employer. For these reasons it is only to be held that there 
is no termination of petitioner from the service of the 
Respondent/Management and that to without assigning 
any reason and in fact the cessation of her engagement 
was brought about out of her own volition by not offering 
herself to be engaged for duty after 07.07.2006. The 
petitioner is therefore not entitled to any relief. 

13. The reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P.A., transcribed and typed by him, correcte d and 

pronounced by me in the open court on this day the 
20th October. 2011) 

A.N. JANARDANAN, Presiding Officer. 
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Witnesses-Examined: 

For the 1 st Party/Petitioner : WW1, Smt. J. Kalyani 

For the 2nd Party/ : MW1, Shri P. Kamaraj 

Management MW2 Sri M. 

Gomathinayagam 

Documents Marked: 


On the petitioner's side 


Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

Ex W1 


Salary vouchers showing the 
employment of the Petitioner/1st party. 

Ex.w: 


Photograph showing the petitioner 
alongwith staff members on the eve of 
retirement of the Divisional Manager 
in the year 2000. 

ExW3 

_ 

Photograph showing the petitioner 
alongwith staff and agent in the year 
2000 

ExW4 

25.08.2006 

Copy of the letter sent by the petitioner 
to the opposite parties 

ExW5. 

- 

Photocopy of the Postal 

Acknowledgement Cards 

On the Management's 

side 

Ex.Ml 

14 11.2006 

Petitioner's Advocates' letter addressed 
to Respondents. 

Ex.M2 

15 I 1.2006 

Liberal translation of petitioner's 
advocates' letter dated 14 11.2006 

Ex.M3 

30.11.2006 

Respondents' reply to Petitioner's 
Advocate 

Ex.M4 

07.07.2006 

Petty Cash Vouchers No. 56-Sweeper 
Charges from 3/7 to 07.07,2006 Rs. 
475/- to J. Kalyani 

Ex M5 

02.08.2006 

Petty Cash Vouchers No. 69-Sweeper 
Charges paid for July 2006 to K. Raja 
Rs. 200/- 

Ex M6 

(7.08.2006 

Pelty Cash Vouchers No. 78-Sweeper 
Charges paid to J. Bama, Rs. 475/- 

Ex.M7 

18.08.2006 

Petty Cash Vouchers No. 79-Office 
cleaning charges -Rs.270/- . 

Ex. M 8 

30.08.2006 

Petty Cash Vouchers No. 88-Office 
Cleaning Charges-Rs. 200/- paid to 
Ramu 

Ex.M0 

29.09.2006 

Petty Cash Vouchers No. 112-Office 
Cleaning Charges Rs. 375/- 

E*.M!0 

20.01.1982 

Letter from Regional Manager of NIC 
Ltd. To Divisional Manager, Madurai 

Ex Ml 1 

20.04.1988 

Circular No. 22/88-for display on Notice 
Board and circular to All department- 
administrative Instruction and part-time 
appointments 

fix M12 

26 10.1999 

Internal memo advising no recruitment 
of part-time sweepers 


Ex, No. 

Date 

Description 

Ex.M 13 

05.05.2000 

Circular F/74/J/I -conversion/ 

upgradation on part-time sweepers to 
FTS (full time sweepers) 

Ex.M 14 

30.10.2006 

Reply of Respondent to the letter of 
petitioner, dated 18.10.2006 

Ex.M 15 


Statement showing details of payments 
made to petitioner between January 
2004 and August 2006 

Ex.M 16 


Statement showing list of Offices with 
details of FTS posted as on 31.08.2006 

Ex.M 1 7 

20.04.1988 

A statement showing list of casual 
labourers engaged on rotation basis by 
various otYices between 2000 to 2010 
and not employed on continuous basis 

Ex.M 18 

20.07.1999 

Copy of letter addressed to Ms. V 
Nalammal (PTS) accepting her 
resignation from service effective from 
15.06.1988 

Ex. M 19 

20.04.1988 

Clean copy circular No 22/88 already 
filed on behalf of respondents in their 
type-set dated 21.09.2010 (vide page 
nos. 2 to 4 of the said type-set dated 
21.09.2010) 

Ex.M20 


Statement showing the details of 
payment made between April 2000 and 
August 2006. 


if 15 2011 

W 3556.—sMfw sifaPBR 1947 

(1947 14) Wt m\ 17 ^ 3 ^5^1 

W^K clK^I 3TT^T 3TR ^ ^ 

^ sfh; 4>^rtf ^ ^ 

appro if sfhatfw 3 

3rf*PFW**T -4NIW ^ w 

(*M W 67/2001) ychlftld ^r?rt t ^ 

TTWT ^ 15/11/2011 3TTO ^3TT «TT I 

[*> W ^-26011/9/99-31^ 31TC (TR?)] 
qlH-l\ 3T^T 

New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3556.— in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No.67/ 

2001 .) of the Central Government 

Industrial Tribunal/Labour Court.BUBANESHWAR. 

now as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Barsua Iron Mines RMD SAIL (Sundargarh) and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on....15/11/2011. 

[F. No. L-26011/9/99 -IR(M) 
JOHANTOPNO, Undersecretary 


4330 GI/2011—18 
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ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
CUM-LABOUR COURT BHUBANESWAR 

Present: 

Shri J. Srivastava, 

Presiding Office, C.GI.T.-cum-Labour 
Court, Bhubaneswar 

TV. INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CASE NO. 67/2001 
Date of Passing Award—13th October, 2011 

Between: 

The General Manager, 

Barsua Iron Mines, RMD, SAIL, 

Po. Tensa, Distt. Sundargarh. 

.1 st Party-Management. 

(And) 

Their workmen represented through the 
Secretary, United Mines Mazdoor Union, 

At. Smruti Sadan, Po. Barsua, Sundargarh 

.2nd Party-Union. 

Appearances: 

Shri R.C. Tripathy, .For ihe T l Party- 

Manager, Law, R.M.D. Managemient 

None.For the 2 nd Party Union. 

AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour 
has referred an industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the Management of Barsua Iron 
Mines, RMD, SAIL and their workmen in exercise of the 
powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub¬ 
section 2-A of section 10 the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
vide their letter No. L-2601 l/9/99/IR(M), dated 14.12.1999. 

2. The dispute as referred to is quoted below:— 

"Whether the action of the management of Barsua 
Iron Mines of Raw Material Division, Steel Authority 
of India Limited, Barsua by not paying the rates of 
wages to their contractors' labourers as agreed by 
the Rourkela Steel Plant vide their Office Circular No. 
Projects AV-I/TN(P) 220/262, dated 6.5.88 is justified? 
If not, to what relief the workmen are entitled?" 

3. The 2nd Party-Union in pursuance of the letter of 
reference has filed Statement of Claim which mentions that 
Barsua Iron Mine is the captive mines of Rourkela Steel 
Plant, SAIL and it was under the direct administrative 
control of Rourkela Steel Plant Management prior to 
1.5.1990. After formation of Raw Meterial Division in the 
year 1990 under the Steel Authority of India Limited a 
separate autonomous division was formed to control and 
regulate al) the mining activities of all SAI1 captive mines. 


which were under different steel plants. Even after its 
separation from the direct administrative control o f Rourkela 
Steel Plant there are still postedsome workmen in Barsua 
Iron Mines as "common cadre" in the departmen ts of store, 
education, hospital, watch and ward etc. The work of 
construction, modification and modernization aid the job 
contracts for providing sweeping, cteaming, running 
maintenance for enabling works of project dep<irtment of 
Barsua Iron Mines is carried out through contractors 
engaged by 

Rourkela Steel Plant, SAIL. The project department 
of Rourkela Steel Plant, SAIL fixes the minimum wages of 
the labourers as agreed between the Manageme it and the 
Union which is revised from time to time depending on 
average All India consumer price index as well as circular 
of the Government of India changing the special allowance. 
In the year, 1988 the Project Department of Rourkela Steel 
Plant awarded certain jobs like sweeping, cleaning, running 
maintenance for enabling works of Project Department at 
Barsua Iron Mines, Barsua and also modification jobs of 
conveyor of Jigging units at Barsua Valley and 
construction of water reclamation treatment thiokner unit 
of Jigging to different individual contractors/f rms with 
direction to comply office Circular No. Projects/W-I/TN(P) 
220/262, dated 6.5.88 with regard to the payment of minimum 
wages as prescribed from time to time. Inspite of the above 
circular the workmen who were engaged by different 
contractors as contract labourers were paid minim jm wages 
at the rate of Rs. 39.51 per day while those engaged at 
Rourkela Steel Plant were receiving minimum w^ges at the 
rate of Rs. 85,23 per day. This is very discriminatory practice 
being adopted by the Management of Raw Material 
Division and it amounts to unfair labour practice. The 
National Joint Committee for steel industry determines wage 
structure, conditions of service and other allied matters for 
all categories of employees working under the steel 
industries and its mines. But the said Joint Committee 
does not fix ansy guideline which could regulate the contract 
labourers in respect of their wage structure and service 
conditions. Under the same organization for simila- workers, 
two types of wage structure is not only discriminatory, but 
is wholly illegal. As such the same is liable to be interfered 
with. Therefore, it has been prayed that the working in the 
Barsua Iron Mines, RMD, SAIL, both departmental and 
contract labourers be paid their wages as per minimum rate 
prescribed vide circular letter dated 6.5.1988 issued by 
Rourkela Steel Plant. 

4. The 1st Party-Management has stated in its written 
statement that the reference is devoid of meri: and not 
maintainable. There has not been issued any circular on 
6.5.1988 by the Rourkela Steel Plant regarding minimum 
rate of wages to contract labourers. The referen:e is also 
not specific with regard to the workmen on whoses behalf 
the industrial dispute has been raised. Neither any contract 
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has been awarded nor contract labourers have been 
engaged in jobs of permanent or perennial nature. Payment 
to contract labourers is made on the basis of notification 
issued by the appropriate government and the 
Management only ensures payment to the labourers by 
the contractors. There is no standard and wage pattern in 
vogue in the company in respect of contract labourers. 
Wages of contracts laboures engaged in different 
establishments cannot be equated in absence of any 
agreement/settlement to that effect. The Rourkela Steel 
Plant is not the principal employer in respect of the contract 
labourers engaged in Barsua Iron mines. As such the 
question of discriminatory approach does not arise. The 
contract labourers engaged in Barsua Iron Mines are not 
governed under the circular issued by the Rourkela Steel 

Plant. 

» 

5. Issues were framed twice in this case but those 
framed later superseding the previous one are reproduced 
below. 

ISSUES 

1. Whether the reference is maintainable? 

2. Whether the Circular No. Projects/W-I/TN(P) 220/ 
262, dated 6.5.1988 is an agreement made for paying 
the rates of wages to the Contractors labourers of 
the Rourkela Steel Plant? 

3. Whether the action of the Management of Barsua 
Iron Mines of Raw Material Division, Steel 
Authority of India Limited, Barsua by not paying 
the rates of wages to their contractors labourers 
as per the above agreement is justified? 

4. If not to what relief the workman is entitled to? 

6. The 2nd party-Union after filing Statement of Claim 
took several ajoumments to adduce evidence but ultimately 
absented itself and did not adduce any evidence. As such 
the case was set exparte against it vide order dated 3.3.2008. 

7. The 1st Party-Management has filed affidavit 
evidence of one Shri Bhubaneswar Mishra, Deputy General 
Manager (P & A), SAIL, RMD Rourkela. 

FINDINGS 

ISSUE NO. 1 

8. The 1st Party-Management has objected to the 
maintainability of the reference, but no specific plea has 
been raised in this regard as to the ground on which the 
reference is not maintainable. In the subsequent para after 
raising the objection the 1st Party-Management took the 
plea that the reference is not specific with regard to the 
workmen on whose behalf the industrial dispute has been 
raised. This plea finds support from the order of reference 
itself as the Government while making the order of reference 
has not supplied the list of workmenb on whose behalf the 


dispute has been raised by the 2nd Party-Union. From the 
very wordings of the schedule discribing the point of 
dispute it appears that the dispute has been raised in respect 
of contract labourers working in the Barsua Iron Mines of 
Raw Materials Division, SAIL, Barsua, but widening the 
scope of the reference the 2nd Partry-Union has raised 
claim not only in respect of contract labourers but also in 
respect of department employees. The Circular No. Projects/ 
W-I/TN(P) 220/262, dated 6.5.1988, as has been referred to 
in the schedule of references, the basis of which rates of 
wages are being claimed by the 2nd Party-Union, is not an 
agreement or settlement, but a letter issued by the Project 
Department of SAIL, RSP, Rourkela addressed to one 
contractor regarding job contract awarded to him in respect 
of sweeping, cleaning and running maintenance for 
enabling works of Project Department office at Barsua Iron 
Mine, Barsua. Therefore this letter cannot be a governing 
point for payment of wages to all contract labourers in 
Barsua Iron Mines. The 1st Party-Management because of 
this short-fall or lacuna has stated that the reference is 
devoid of merit and not maintainable. I also find strength in 
its argument and hold that the reference is vague and 
unspecific and accordingly not maintainable. This issue is 
answered accordingly in favour of the 1st Party- 
Management. 

ISSUE NO. 2 

9. The circular letter as has been referred to m the 
schedule of reference is not in the form of an agreement or 
settlement entered into by the parties of the case and hence 
cannot be made the basis of claim of wages to the contract 
labourers of Barsua Iron Mines of Rourkela Steel Plant, 
SAIL as claimed by the 2nd Party-Union. This letter is not 
in the form of a circular, but simply a letter of the Project 
Department addressed to a contractor named Shri Rajpujan 
Mohato awarding him certain contract prescribing terms 
and conditions of the contract. This letter does not bind all 
types of contact labourers working in the Barsua Iron 
Mines, Raw Materials Division, SAIL. Therefore it cannot 
be a guiding factor for fixing any rate of wages to different 
classes of workers engaged by different contractors. As 
such this issue is also decided against the 2nd Party-Union 
and in favour of the 1st Party-Management. 

ISSUE NO. 3 

10. The 2nd Party-Union has failed to prove or even 
show by adducing any evidence that the action of the 
Management of Barsua Iron Mines of Raw Material 
Division, SAIL, Barsua is not justified in not paying the 
rate of wages to their contactors labourers as per Circular 
No. Projects/W-I/TN (P) 220/262, dated 6.5.1988 and 
therefore, it cannot be said that the action of the 
Management is in any way unjustified in not paying the 
rates of wages to their contractors labourers as per the 
above agreement. The so-called agreement doews not bind 
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all types of workers engaged by different contractors in 
Barsua Iron Mines for different works. Therefore the 
contractos labourers are not entitled fro getting their 
minimum rate of wages as per Circular dated 6.5. 1988. This 
issue is decided against the 2nd Party-Union. 

ISSUE NO. 4 

11. As the 2nd Party-Union has miserebly failed to 
prove its case and show as to how the contractors 
labourers engaged in Barsua Iron Mines, RMD, SAIL, 
Barsua are entitled to get their wages as per Circular dated 
6.5.1988 the contractors labourers are not entitled to any 
relief claimed for. 

12. Reference is answered accordingly. 

J. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer. 

^ 15 4q*q<, 2011 

3557.— sfhsftPrar srfVffTO 1947 

(1947 14) ^ 17 ^ SEpR"! 4 

TWm i TO 3T7f ^ TrqTO* ^ 4^ 

^ W (^4 TTSm 27/2010) 

TTOlftm t ^ TTOTR 15/11/2011 ^ 

tito fsn «ni 

pflSc* 4° TO* 15012/2/2010 3TR (TO)] 

New Delhi, the 15th November, 2011 

S.O. 3557. — in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 

Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No......27/ 

2010.) of the Central Government Industrial 

I ribunal/Labour Court ...ERAKULAM... now as shown in 
the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employees in relation to the management of... M/s. E SIC 
(Thrissur) and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on... 15/11/2011. 

[FileNo. L-15012/2/2010-IR(M)3 
JOHANTOPNO, Undersecretary. 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUN AI ^GUM-LABOUR COURT, ERN AKULAM 

Present: Shn D. Sreevallabhan, B.Sc. LL.B., Presiding 
Officer 

(Friday the 30th day of September 201 l/8th 
Asvina, 1933) 


Workman Shri M.C. Bhaskaran, 

S/o. Shri Chennan, 
Mudathilariyil House, 

Kavitha Road, P.O. 
Kuttanellore, 

Thrissur (Kerala). 

By Adv. Shri C. Anil Kimar 

Management : (1) The Care Taker, 

ESIC Staff Quarters, 

P.O. Kuttanellur, 

Thrissur (Kerala). 

(2) The Regional Director, 

ESIC Regional Office, 

North Swaraj Road, 

Thrissur (Kerala)-20. 

By Adv. Shri P.M M. 

Najeeb Khan. 

This case coming up in Adalat on 30.09.2011, this 
Tribunal-cum-Labour Court on the same day passed the 
following. 

AWARD 

This is a reference made under Section 10 (t)(d) of 
Industrial DiputesAct, 1947. 

2. The reference is: 

"Whether the action of the management of LSIC at 
Trissur in denying wages from November, 007 to 
November, 2008 to Shri M.C. Bhaskaran, tin rfr part 
time Malee and denial of employment fr»m 1st 
December, 2008 is fair and j ustifiable? To whi it relief 
he is entitled?" 

3. After submission of the pleadings of both parties 
the case was taken up in the Lok Adalat as per the request 
made by the learned counsel for both sides. A full and final 
settlement was arrived at in the Lok Adalat. Hence an award 
can be passed in terms of the settlement. 

In the result an award is passed in terms of the 
settlement which forms part of the award. 

The award will come into force one month after its 
publication in the official gazette. 

Dictated to the Personal Assistant, transcribed and 
typed by her, corrected and passed by me on this ti e 30th 
day of September, 2011. 

D. SREEVALLABHAN, Presiding Officer 

APPENDIX-NIL 
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ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL (GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
nUBLTVAIXTLM-LABO til CXKJRT-II, 
CHANDIGARH 

ID 27/2010 

The matter was taken up in Lok Adalat and the parties 
agreed to settle the dispute on the following terms;— 

The management ESI Coiporation agrees to pay a 
sum of Rs. 16.500/- (Rupees Sixteen thousand five hundred 
only) to Shri M.C. Bhaskaran in full and final settlement of 
the dispute and the petitioner M.C. Bhaskaran agrees to 
accept the same towards hill and final settlement of salary 
arrears and all other compensation payable to him. Upon 
acceptance of the agreed amount Shri. M.C. Bhaskaran will 
not have any fiirther claim for re-employment or any ocher 
monetory claim against the ESI Corporation. For payment 
of the agreed sum. Cheque No. 519731 dated 27.09.2011 for 
a sum ofRs. 16,5000/- is handed over to Shri M.C. Bhaskaran. 

Dated this the 30th day of September 2011. 

M.C. Bhaskaran Management: 

Cojmsel of Workman Counsel for Management: 

C. Anil Kumar. P.M.M Najeeb Khan. 

Advocate Advocate 

^ fWt 16 TOR, 2011 

W 355t,-3##l5 flratf 1947 

(1947 ^FT 14) 17 ^ 313*^ 3, 

q Uff W H ^ urota *> -ms 

3fa -a^r ^ ^fNr, srpu 3 

ftrws 3 i&fa mrt ata ft fins 

T? 0 , ■5j#T» ^ TTC (IFpf TOMT 60, 77, 79, 

80 / 2010 ) *?i THFiftra t, ^fr wfk ^ 

16/U/20U uto pn «ni 

[*> ^35-42012/65/2010-31!$ 3TR (#^), 
1^5-42012/109/2010-3^ m 0&*f), 
# 1^35-42012/107/2010-3nf m C&'f ), 
1^5-42012/115/2010-38$ 3!R (#^)] 
"^•T 

New Delhi, the 16th November, 2011 

S.O. 3558. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award (Ref. Nos. 60,77, 
79, 80 of 2010) of the Central Government Industrial 
Tribunal-cura-Labour Court-2, Chandigarh as shown in the 
Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of M/s AKS Engineers and 
Contractors and their workmen, which was received by the 


Central Government on 16-11-2011. 

[No.-L-42012/65/2010-IR (DU), 
No. - L-42012/109/2010- IR (DU), 
No.-L-42012/107/2010-IR (DU), 
No.-L-42012/l 15/2010-IR(DU)] 
Johan Topno, Under Secretary. 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNALrCUM-LABOURCOURT-HCHANDKJARH 

Present: Sri A.K. Rastogi, Presiding Officer 

Order No. 42012/65/2010 (IR(DU) dated 10/8/2010 

ID No. 60/2010 
Registered on 30/8/2010 

Shri Pawan Kumar, S/o Sh. Jagar Nath, VPO Dhar 
Tatoh, Tehsil and Distt. Bilaspur (HP). 

Order No. 42010/119/2010 (IR(DU) dated 29.9.2010 
ID No. 77/2010 
Registered on 26.10.2010 

Shri Vijay Kumar S/o Sh. Kirpa Ram, Village & PO- 
Panjgain, Tehsil and Distt. Bilaspur (HP). 

Order No. 42012/107/2010 (IR(DU) dated 29.9.2010 

ID No. 79/2010 
Registered on 26.10.2010 

Shri Kamal Dev S/o Sh. Krishan Ram, Village 
Bagphulata, PO Sholdha, Tehsil and Distt. Bilaspur 
(HP). 

Order No. 42012/115/2010 (IR(DU) dated 29.9.2010 

ID No. 80/2010 
Registered on 26.10.2010 

Sh. Babu Ram S/o Sh. Jagar Nath, Village Ahen, PO 
Dhawal, Tehsil Sundemagar, Mandi (HP). 

Petitioners 

Versus 

1. The General Manager, Kol Dam Hydro Electric 
Power Project, NTPC, VPO Barmana, Bilaspur. 

2. The Managing Director, M/s AKS Engineers and 
Contractors Kol Dam Hydra Electric Power Project, 
Sanjay Sadan, Chhota Shimla. 

3. Project Manager, Italian Thai Development Co. 
Ltd., Kol Dam Hydra Electric Power Project, Village 
Kayan, PO Slapper, Tehsil Sundemagar, Mandi 
(HP). 

APPEARANCES 

For the workman — None 

For the Management — Sh. VP Singh for Respondent 
No. 1, Sh. Shamsher Singh for 
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respondent No. 3 
AWARD 

Passed on Oct. 20,2011 

Vide above titled Orders the Central Government in 
exercise of the powers conferred by Clause (d) of Sub- 
Section (1) and sub-Section (2-A) of Section 10 of Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (hereinafter referred to as ’Act') has 
referred the following Industrial disputes respectively for 
adjudication:— 

1. "Whether the action of the management of 
M/sAKS Engineers and Contractors, a contractor 
engaged by NTPC Kol Dam Hydra Electric Power 
Project, Bilaspur (HP), in terminating the services 
of their workman Sh. Pawan Kumar w.e.f. 13.8.2008 
is legal and justified? If not, what relief the 
workman is entitled to?" 

L "Whether the action of the management of 
M/s AKS Engineers and Contractors, a contractor 
engaged by NTPC Kol Dam Hydra Electric Power 
Project, Bilaspur (HP), in terminating the services 
of their workman Sh. Vijay Kumar S/o Sh. Kirpa 
w.e.f. 1/8/2008 is legal and justified? If not, what 
relief the workman is entitled to?" 

3. "Whether the action of the management of 
M/s AKS Engineers and Contractors, a contractor 
engaged by NTPC Kol Dam Hydra Electric Power 
Project, Bilaspur (HP), in terminating the services 
of their workman Sh. Kamal Dev w.e.f, 3/9/2008 is 
legal and justified? If not, what relief the workman 
is entitled to?" 

4. "Whether the action of the management of 
M/sAKS Engineers and Contractors, a contractor 
engaged by NTPC Kol Dam Hydra Electric Power 
Project, Bilaspur (HP), in terminating the services 
of their workman Sh. Babu Ram S/o Sh. JagarNath 
w.e.f. 1/8/2008 is legal and justified? If not, what 
relief the workman is entitled to?" 

After receiving the references notices were issued 
to the parties. In ID No. 77/2010 notice sent by registered 
post to workman Sh. Vijay Kumar on 18.5.2011 returned 
with the postal endorsement 'expired'. Legal representative 
of the deceased workman did not appear to submit any 
claim statement or for their substitution in place of the 
deceased. In other references the concerned workman 
failed to appear despite notices sent by registered post. 
Notices not received back undelivered. Hence the service 
is presumed onthe concerned workman. They failed to file 
any claim statement. 

As in ID No. 60/2010,77/2010,79/2010 and 80/2010 


[Part II— Sec. (3(ii)J 


no claim statement has been filed despite sufficient nptice 
to the concerned workman hence, 'No Dispute' Award is 
passed in all these references. A copy of the Awaik be 
placed on the record of each case. Two copies oi’ the 
Award be sent to Central Government for further necessary 


ASHOK KUMAR RASTOGI 
Presiding Officer 

*4 16 WK 2011 

vr> m» fVcir< I947 

(1947 ^57 14) qRT 17 ^ 

WHh jwftffar, it TRSRHf 

* ms ^ 3Ujs 

t 3 3faiiPi4> a fei l ft* 

^ 'rgrc mi 19/2011) 
t, 16-11-2011 

pEf° ^-13011/7/2010-3n^3m» Cst» ^)] 
■afltH •*i«k 7T 4^ 

New Delhi, the 16th November, 2011 

S.O, 3559— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 19/2011) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum Labour 
Court, Jaipur as shown in the Annexure, in the Indust ial 
dispute between the employers in relation to ihe 
management of Garrison Engineer (N), M.E.S., Bikaner 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 16,11.2011. 


[No. L-13011/7/2010-IR(Dl 
Johan Topno, Under Secret 


ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNA] Lr 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JAIPUR 

PRESENT 

NJCPUROHnr 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

ID. 19/2011 

Reference No. L-1301 l/7/2010-IR(DU) dated: 24.5.20 \ 1 
The Secretary, 

MES Employees Union (INTUC), 
HanumanHatta,GaliNo. 1, 

Bikaner. 

V/s 
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The Garrison Engineer (North), 

M.E.S., Bikaner 

AWARD 

10.10.2011 

1. The Central Government in exercise of the powers 
conferred under clause (d) of Sub Section 1 & 2(A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 has referred 
the following Industrial dispute to this tribunal for 
adjudication which is as under:— 

"Whether the action of the management of 
GARRISON ENGINEER (N), M.ES., Bikaner in 
denying the payment of arrears on account of 1st 
ACP w.e.f. 9/8/1999 to Shri Prem Shanker Pareek, Refg. 
Mech (HS) category is fair, legal & justified? 0 What 
relief he is category is fair, legal & Justified? If not, 
what relief the workman is entitled to? ,f 

3. in pursuance of the reference order, registered 
notices were issued to both the parties but despite service 
of registered notice none appeared on 19.9.2011. Thus, 
case was adjourned & next date 5 10.2011 was fixed for 
passing appropriate order. On the said date also none 
appeared on behalf of both the parties. Under these 
circumstances case was reserv ed for passing award. 

3. Since, the applicant union has not appeared to file 
its claim statement, there is no material on recrod on the 
basis of which the reference under consideration may be 
adjudicated on merits. It appears that the applicant union 
is not willing to contest the case further. 

4. Under these circumstances "No Claim Award" is 
passed in this matter. The reference under adjudication is 
answered accordingly. 

5. Award as above. 

N. K. PUROHIT, Presiding Officer 

M ft*#, 16 W**, 2011 

W 3ff> 3560.— 1947 
(1947 14) ^ m \ 17 ^ 3*3*rc*r % 

aft <*>*l*m sppro 3 

* w (iM 80/2005) 

16-U-2011 wz «ni 

[t° T^-40012/8/2005-^aJTH‘>(^ o7 t)] 

New Delhi, the 16th November, 2011 

S.O. 3560. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Centra! 


Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 80/2005) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum Labour 
Court, Jaipur as shown tn tire Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of SDO, Phones, Kota and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
16.11.2011. 

[No. L-40012/8/2005*IR(DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secretary 

ANNEXURE 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-L ABOUR COURT, JAIPUR 

PRESENT 

N.K.PUROHIT 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

I.D. 80/2005 

Reference No. L-13011/7/2010~IR(DU) dated: 11.7.2005 

Shri Ramlaxman, 

S/o Shri Kanwar Lai, 

General Secretary, 

Hind Mazdoor Sabha, 

Bengali Colony, Chawani, 

Kota (Raj.) 

V/s. 

The Sub-Divisional Officer 
Phones, Office of the General Manager 
Doorsanchar, Industrial Area, 

Jhalawad Road, Kota (Raj.) 

AWARD 

10.10.2011 

1. The Central Government in exercise of the powers 
conferred under clause (d) of Sub Section 1 & 2(A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 has referred 
the following Industrial dispute to this tribunal for 
adjudication which is as under:— 

"Whether the action of the management of SDP, 
Phone-Il, Kota in not reinstating Shri Ramlaxman 
S/o Shri Kanwar Lai w.e.f. January, 1999 is legal & 
justified? If not, to what relief the workman is 
entitled?" 

2. Earlier an award was passed on 11.11.05. Since 
the workman did not appear & filed his claim therefore, it 
was held that action of the SDO, Phones in not reinstating 
the workman w.e.f January, 99 is legal & justified. 
Subsequently, after passing the award on 11.11.05, the 
workman moved an application on 30.11.05 for setting 
aside the said award. After considering the facts & 
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circumstances, his application was accepted & the matter 
was restored to its original Number. 

3. In above factual background, vide order dated 
23.5.06 an opportunity was afforded to the claimant to file 
his claim statement. Subsequently, the post of Presiding 
Officer remained vacant for more than three years, therefore, 
after posting of the Presiding Officer fresh registered notices 
were issued. The claim statement on behalf of the workman 
was filed on 3.2.10. 

4. Upon perusal of record it reveals that on 15.11.10 
the learned representative on behalf of the workman Shri 
Arun Sharma, Advocate moved an application that the 
workman did not contact him since long & he is unaware 
about his whereabouts therefore, he may be permitted to 
withdraw his authority letter. Under these circumstances, 
again registered notices were issued to the workman. The 
workman did not appear despite serv ice of registered notice 
upon him therefore, ex-party proceedings were drawn 
against him on 13.7.11 & next date 20.9.11. was fixed for 
filing reply to the claim statement. On said date none 
appeared on behalf of both the parties. Thus, the case was 
reserved for passing award. 

5. The workman has not appeared after filing ciaim 
statement. Except claim statement there is no material on 
record on the basis of which the matter can be decided on 
merits. It appears that the workman is not wiling to contest 
the case further. 

6. Under these circumstances "No Claim Award" is 
passed in this matter. The reference under adjudication is 
answered accordingly. 


Court, Chennai as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Auroville Land Services and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 16.11.2A11. 

[No. L420 i 1/87/2010-lR (DU) 

JOHANTOPNO, Undersecretary 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE (ANTRAL WVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL-CTJM-LABOIJR COURT CHENNAI 

Tuesday, the 25th October, 2011 

Present : A.N. JANARDANAN| 
Presiding Officer 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 39/2011 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), b< ‘tween 
the Management of Auroville Land Services and their 
Workman) 

BETWEEN 


Sri A M. Subburayan : 1st Party/Petitioner 
Vs. 

The Executive : 2nd Party/Responde it 

Land Estate Management 
Auroville Land Service, 

Bharat Nivas 
Auroville-605101 


7. Award as above. 

N. K. PUROH1T, Presiding Officer 

M 16 2011 

3561afaftfTO flreR aifaPnrc, 1947 
(1947 14) mi n ^ srprc"! 

^ 39/2011) ^1 
VRft t ^ ^ 16-11-2011 

f T «n I 

[#> 1^-42011/87/2010-^^ (^*p)] 

New Delhi, the 16th November, 2011 

S.O. 3561. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 39/2011) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum Labour 


Appearance: 

For the 1st Party/ 
Petitioner 

For the 2nd Party/ 
Management 


M/s V. Ajoy Khose, Advocates 


Set Ex-parte 


AWARD 


Mide its 
ferred 
hi for 


The Central Government, Ministry of Labour 
Order No. L^2011/87/2010-IR(DU) dated 26.04.2011 
the following Industrial Dispute to this Tribun 
adjudication. 

The schedule mentioned in that order is: 


"Whether the action of the management of Auroville 
Land Services in terminating the services of Sri A.M. 
Suburayan, an Ex-Draughtsman w.e.f. 22.08.2003 is 
legal and justified? What relief the workman is 
entitled to?" 

2. After the receipt of Industrial Dispute, this Tribunal 
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has numbered it as ID 39/2011 and issued notices to both 
sides. Petitioner entered appearance. The Respondent 
though served with notice has not turned up in spite of 
several adjournments Eventually it has been called absent 
and set ex-parte. 

3. Petitioner filed Claim Statement, the averments of 
which briefly read as follows: 

Petitioner, studied upto PUC, was appointed by 2nd 
Party as a Draughtsman on 01.09.1987 with a salary of Rs. 
450/- per month initially with increase of 10% every year. 
After 13 years service also his salary was only Rs. 3,225/- 
per month in 2001. He on 03.02.2001 by a letter requested 
for revision of his salary since it was not possible for him 
to cope up with his meagre income. Even when his juniors 
and similar workmen got more salary he was paid less. On 
12.03.2001 also he requested by letter to enhance his salary. 
There was large scale disparity between salary paid to 
AuroviUian staff and staff not Aurovillians, apart from 
discriminating as regards other benefits or welfare 
measures. The Non-Auroviliian staff complained to the 
Regional Labour Commissioner (Central). Petitioner's 
brother complained to the Secretary of the Aurovillc 
Foundation against the attempt to purchase lands by the 
Executive for the foundation where the lands were involved 
in a dispute before High Court with was for his personal 
gains. As a vindictive measure for all these reasons 
petitioner's services were terminated w.e.f. 01.09.2003 for 
the alleged reason that Draughtsman work was going to be 
computerized and there was no need for manual 
Draughtsman work. Petitioner informed the 2nd Parly that 
he should be continued since petitioner had got computer 
training and was also ready to undergo further training, if 
necessary. On 01.09.2003 he requested for reinstatment. 

I le also sent a legal notice on 02.09,2003, but all in vain. 
The dispute was raised thereafter with Assistant 
Commissioner of Labour (Central) before which 2nd Party 
raised false plea that legal dues were paid to petitioner but 
were denied by him. It was also falsely pleaded that a reply 
was sent by them to the legal notice. The Demand Draft 
towards Gratuity, one month's notice pay and one month’s 
salary as bonus sent with letter dated 19.04.2004 was 
returned by the petitioner vide letter dated 29.04.2004 by 
not accepting the termination. Conciliation having failed, 
lastly upon a legal notice dated 13.11.2010 to the 
Government the reference was occasioned. The termination 
is mala fide and vindictive and is therefore illegal. The reason 
assigned is not genuine or bonafide. The 2nd Party ought 
to have issued Section-9A notice before computerization 
which amounts to alteration in conditions of service adverse 
to the 1 st Party. Therefore the termination is void, nonest 
and inoperative. Termination would amount to retrenchment 
under Section-2 (oo) of the ID Act. There is violation of 
Section-25F. Petitioner had put in 16 years of continuous 
and long service. It is denied that legal dues were paid to 


the petitioner. The returned DD was sent long after 
termination. The DD sent was not towards compensation 
as well. One Anbu, junior to petitioner with no pass in 
SSLC was given training after termination of 1st Party since 
Anbu was an AuroviUian. There is violation of Section- 
25(G) and the action is discriminatory. Petitioner was not 
terminated for any misconduct His work was permanent 
and continuous in nature. Petitioner has been without 
employment after termination. He has already attained the 
age of superannuation on 31.08.2011. He is entitled to back 
wages and all other attendant benefits like bonus, earned 
leave, etc. from date of termination to date of 
superannuation and terminal benefits such as PF, Gratuity 
and Pension. Termination is to be held as illegal and 
unjustified and he is to be given full back wages with all 
benefits by giving him a paper reinstatement together with 
terminal benefits with interest and costs. 

4. Respondent being ex-parte, it is needless to say 
no counter statement is forthcoming. 

5. Points for consideration are: 

(i) Whether the termination from service of the 
petitioner, an Ex-Draughtsman is legal and 
justified? 

(ii) To what relief the concerned workman is entitled? 

6. The evidence consists of the oral evidence ofWWl 
and Hx.-Wl to Wx.W22 on the petitioner’s side with no 
evidence from the other side (ex-parte). 

Points (i) & (ii) 

7. Petitioner's claims stand proved by sworn affidavit 
and Ex. W1 to Ex.W22 which go to show that contentions 
in the pleadings on the basis of which he has sought to be 
reinstated into service with all benefits are true and he is 
entitled to the reliefs sought for. It is in evidence that his 
termination, not as a measure of punishment and without 
satisfying the requirements of the conditions under Section- 
25(F) of the ID Act is not valid. He is not terminated for any 
valid or genuine reason. The termination is illegal and 
discriminatory. His junior has been provided with training 
after his termination in violation of Section-25G of the ID 
Act. There has not been payment of notice pay or 
compensation at the time of termination. Attempt to pay 
the same long after the termination cannot amount to due 
compliance of the conditions. The action of the 2nd Party 
appears to be vindictive. The termination is illegal, unjust 
and is nonest in the eye of law. Petitioner has been pro vied 
to be without employment after termination until date of 
superannuation viz. 31.08.2011. 

8. Considering all these aspects, standing not 
rebutted the petitioner is entitled to the reliefs prayed for. 
Therefore he is ordered to be given a paper reinstatment 
with back wages continutity of service and all other 
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attendant benefits like bonus, earned leave, etc. from date 
of termination to the date of superannuation and terminal 
benefits such as PF, Gratuity, Pension under EPF Pension 
Scheme, 1995. 

9. No order for payments of interest or costs. 

10. Reference is answered accordingly. 

(Dictated to the P.A. Transcribed and typed by him, 
corrected and pronounced by me in the open court on this 
day the 25th October, 2011) 

A.N. JANARDANAN, 
Presiding Officer 

Witnesses Examined: 

For the 1st Party/ WW1, SnA.M. Subburayan 

Petitioner 

For the 2nd Party/ : None 

Management 

Documents Marked: 

On the petitioner's saide 


Ex. No. 

Date 

Description 

Ex. W1 

03.02.2001 

Letter from the 1st to the Executive 
Land Service 

Ex. W2 

12.03.2001 

Letter from the 1st Patty to the 
Secretary Auroville Foundation 

Ex. W3 

27.05.2002 

Letter from the Staffs Land Services 
Auroville to the Labour Commissioner 
(Central) 

Ex. W4 

28.06.2002 

Letter from the Assistant Commissioner 
of Labour (Central), Chennai to the 
Labour Enforcement Officer (Central) 
Pondicherry 

Ex. W5 

11.06.2003 

Letter from the 1st Party brother to 
the Secretary Auroville Foundation 

Ex. W6 

22.08 2003 

Termiantion order issued by the 2nd 
Party 

Ex. W7 

01.09.2003 

Letter from the 1st Party to the 
Executive Land Service, Auroville 

Ex. W8 

02.09.2003 

Legal notice sent by the 1st Party to 
the 2nd Party 

Ex. W9 

03.C9.2003 

Representation made by the 1st Party 
to the Deputy Commissioner of Labour 

Ex W10 

13.10,2003 

Dispute raised before ACL (Central) by 
the 1st Party 

Ex. Wll 

04,12.2003 

Representations sent by the 1st Party 


25.02.2004 

to Asstt. Commissioner of Labour 


29.04,2004 

(Central) 

Ex, W12 

10.06.2005 

Letter from the 1st Party to the Labour 
Commissioner (Central) 

Ex. W13 

30.06.2006 

Letter from the 1st Party to the ACL 
(Central) 

Ex. W14 

21.07.2O0o 

Reply filed by the 2nd Party before the 


ACL (C) 


Ex. No, 

Date 

Description 


Ex. W 1 5 

29.04.2004 

Letter sent by the 1st : 
Party aiongwith DD 

‘arty to 2nd 

Ex. W16 

28.07.2006 

Rejoinder filed by the Is 
remarks of the 2nd Party 

Party to the 

Ex. W17 

27.02.2008 

Letter from the 1st Party 
Land and Estate Managei 

he Executive 

nent 

Ex. W1 8 

08.09.2008 

Representations sent to by 

the 1st Party 


02.03.2009 

to the Assistant Comn 

)issioner of 


07.09.2009 

Labour (Central) 


Ex. W19 

07.12.2009 

Failure report issued by th 

e ACL (C) 

Ex. W20 

28.10.2010 

Letter from the 1st P 
Secretary to Governme 
Ministry of Labour and E 

arty to the 
it of India, 
mploymem. 

Ex. W21 

13.1 l 2010 

Legal nonce sent by the 
Secretary, Government 
Ministry of Labour 

1st Party to 
of India, 

Ex. W22 

26.04,201 1 

Order referring the < 
adjudication by the Go 1 

iispute for 
'ernmem of 



India, Ministry of Labour 


On the Management's 

side 


Ex.No. 

Date 

Description 



Nil 


^ ft?# 16 2011 

**t» 3ff> 3562.—afte'lf'l* aifapTR, 1947 

(1947 14) VTTT 17 ^ 

7R^T7 ^ TT^>, ^ TRt 

w* ^ 4«i.s Pi'il'flt'l <ji4> 41 -3, 

3Rpw if if 

3tla)f'l<t> 3Tfij ■*>/«! ^ w Tnsn 

7/2009) # y+lfvtrt -5ft TR^fiR 

16 11 2011 ^1 M p II 

[7?° 40012/41/2008-3^3T7°(^ o T)] 

#TT 3!<R 

New Delhi, the 16th November, 2011 

S.O. 3562.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. N d, 7/2009) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cim Labour 
Court, Cochin as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of General Manager Telecom, BSN L, Calicut 
and their workman, which was received by tie Central 
Government on 16.11.2011. 

[No. L-40012/41 /200 S-IR(DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Unde- Secretary 
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ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOLTR COURT, ERNAKULAM 

Present: Shri D. Sreevallabhan, B.Sc., LL.B., 
Presiding Officer 

(Tuesday the 25th day of October, 2011/ 



3idKartika, 1933) 


LD. 7/2009 

Workman 

: Shri K. Shaji, 

Pullukkudikunnel House, 
Manipurani P.O. Koduvally, 
Kozhikode. 


ByAdv. Smt. Sadhana Kumari E. 

Management 

The General Manager, 

Telecom, B.S.N.L. 

Calicut. 


ByAdv. Saji Varghese. 


This case coming up for final hearing on 21 -10-2011 
and this Tribunal-cum-Labour Court on 25-10-2011 passed 
the following. 


AWARD 

The Central Government in exercise of the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 
(2A) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947) has referred this industrial dispute for adjudication 
to this Tribunal vide order No. L-40012/41/2008-IR(DU) 
dated 16-02-2009. 

2. The dispute is: 

"Whether the action of the management of the 

General Manager, Telecom, BSNL, Calicut, in 

terminating the services of their workman Shri K. 

Shaji w.e.f. 2003 is legal and justified? If not, to 

what relief the workman is entitled to?" 

3. The workman after his appearance filed claim 
statement with a prayer for regularisation of his service as 
casual labour by making allegations to support the same 
and without any allegation challenging the validity of 
termination of his service. 

4. According to him he was engaged as a Casual 
Mazdoor in the year 1985 by the authorized officers of the 
Department of Telecom, (DOT) and worked 220/206 days 
in an year upto 2004. Afterwards he was not taken for 
employment due to the specific instructions to his superiors 
by the B.S.N.L. since he had filed cases against the 
management before the Central Administrative Tribunal 
and the Hon'ble High Court of Kerala. As per Casual 


Labourers (Grant of Temporary Status and Regularisation) 
Scheme dated 07.11.1989 he was entitled to be confirmed 
with temporary status. It was not done even after making 
serveral representations and filing cases against the 
management. Persons similarly placed and junior to him 
have been regularized by the management without even 
considering the representations made by him to the 
management. Hence he had approached the Hon'ble High 
Court of Kerala by filing O.P. No. 19753/2003. Pursuant to 
the direction in that O.P. he filed application for 
regularisation but the same was rejected by the 
management. As he was appointed by the DOT officers in 
accordance with the rules in the P & T Manual and had 
been working for more than a period of 19 years he is entitled 
to be regularized. 

5. In the written statement filed by the management it 
is contended that he claimant is not entitled to get any 
relief as there is nothing to satisfy the conditions to be 
fulfilled for the conferment for empanelment, temporary 
status and regularition. The DOT used to engage casual 
labourers for their various works related to expansion of 
telephone network. But there was a total ban on recruitment/ 
engagement of causal workers from 22.06.1988. In order to 
claim temporary status as per the Casual Labourers (Grant 
of Temporary Status and Regulariation) Scheme the casual 
labourer must be one in employment before the ban and 
also at the time of the commencement of the scheme and in 
continuous service of at least one year, out of which he 
must have been engaged on work for a period of 240 days 
(206 in the case of offices observing five day week). The 
claimant was unable to satisfy the fulfillment of the 
conditions for temporary status. He had abandoned the 
casual work before one year from the date of commencement 
of the scheme and hence it was impossible to count his 
past casual service for any purpose. Only those who were 
eligible for temporary status were given the benefits. The 
management had done nothing to deny the benefits that 
are legitimately due to him. As per the direction of the 
Central Administrative Tribunal, Emakulam Bench in OA 
1402/93 and the connected cases, applications were invited 
for empanelment and those found to be eligible after 
scrutiny were empanelled. The workman had not submitted 
any application for empanelment which was to be made 
within a period of 30 days from the date of publication of 
notice. His applications and representation for 
regularisation were properly considered by the competent 
authority. But the same were rejected as there was no merit 
in his claim. Hence he is not entitled to any relief 

6. Workman did not file any rejoinder in spite of 
granting several adjournments. 

7. On the side of the workman he was examined as 
WW1 and Exts. W1 to W7 were marked. MW1 was 
examined and Exts. Ml to M6 were marked from the side of 
the management. 
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8. The points for determination are: 

1) Whether the claim for regularization can be 
considered in this reference? 

2) Whether there is any reason to hold that the 
management of the General Manager, Telecom 
BSNL, Calicut in terminating the services of their 
workman Sri. K. Shaji w.e.f. 2003 is not legal and 
justifiable? 

3) What relief, if any, the workman is entitled to? 

9. Point No. 1: — The reference is for the purpose of 
adjudication of the dispute whether the termination of the 
workman from the services of the management w.e.f2003 is 
legal and justified. The reference is not in any way 
concerned with regularisation of his service. The entire 
pleadings as well as the evidence adduced in this case 
have no bearing on the question of considering the 
termination of his service. Regularisation is not a matter 
crops up for consideration in this reference. It cannot even 
said to be a matter appearing to be connected with or 
relevant to the dispute for the purpose of answering the 
reference. It is not known what persuaded the workman to 
formulate the pleadings and to adduce evidence for 
considering the issue of regularisation. 

10. An industrial dispute as to.regularisation is to be 
espoused either by a union or a number of workmen in the 
establishment. In the decision reported in Mangalam 
Publications (India) Pvt. Ltd. v. Thampy 2006(2) KLT 327 it 
was clearly laid down that grievance of an individual 
workman cannot be adjudicated in a reference under 
S. 10( 1 )(c). Therein it was held: 

’The dispute should be (1) between the employees 
and employers/(2) between employers and workmen/ 
(3) between workmen and workmen/(4) and the 
dispute should be regarding (a) employment or non- 
employment/^) the terms of employment/(c) the 
conditions of labour of any person. It is fairly clear 
that the industrial dispute contemplated under S.2(k) 
is a collective industrial dispute. Any grievance of a 
workman in an industry has normally a collective 
dimension and if that is resolved through the 
collective effort, neither the management nor other 
workmen need be dragged to unnecessary litigation. 
Otherwise, it would lead to the situation of every 
workman either opting for or being forced to getting 
his grievance redressed in an adjudication. That 
would certainly affect the industrial peace. Individual 
grievances unless sponsored through the Union or 
when there is no Union through the medium of an 
appreciable number of workmen in the establishment, 
cannot be adjudicated as an industrial dispute in a 
reference under S. 10(1 )(c)." 


[Part II—Sic. 3(ii)] 

11. Here in this case it is only an individual dispute 
and cannot even be treated as an industrial disp ute. An 
industrial dispute under the Industrial Disputes Act is to 
be one between the employer and workmen which is 
connected with the employment or non employment or the 
terms of employment or the conditions of labour of any 
person. There is a distinction between individual dispute 
and collective dispute. When and individual dispute 
becomes a collective dispute between the employer and 
the workmen it can be treated as an industrial dispui e under 
the said Act. An individual dispute which has not become 
a collective dispute cannot be characterized as an industrial 
dispute. It is a necessary requirement that the cl rim put 
forward should be on behalf of the employees or workmen 
generally. The essential characteristic of an industrial 
dispute is a difference of opinion between the employer 
and the employees in an industry in relation to a claim 
generally made on the behalf of the employees or of a 
section of the employees or of even one employee 
depending upon the facts and circumstances of the peculiar 
case. It is well settled law that an individual workman cannot 
raise an industrial dispute coming within the purview of 
S.2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

12r This Tribunal has no jurisdiction to cons ider the 
question of regularisation except through a reference 
espoused by a union or a substantial number of workmen 
in the establishment. As the question of regularise ion will 
not come within the scope of this reference it c oes not 
deserve any consideration. 

13. Point No. 2:— It is the case of the workman that 
he was working as a casual labourer from 1985 to ^004. As 
already pointed out there is conspicuous absence of 
pleading as to termination of his services. It is onl y stated 
in the claim statement that he was working with the 
management till 2004 and after that he was refused to be 
taken for employment due to the specific ins true tions to 
his superiors by B.S.N.L. There is no case for him that he 
was continuously employed for 240 days in an year as a 
casual labourer and hence termination of service can only 
be by complying with the requirements under Sect on 25-F 
of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947. The contention put 
forward by the management in the written stateme nt is that 
the claimant abandoned his casual work before one year 
prior to the implementation of the Casual Laboureis (Grant 
of Temporary Status and Regularisation) Scheme which 
came into effect on 01.10,1989. There is no satisfactory 
evidence in this case to prove that the workman was 
engaged from 1985 to 2004 as alleged by him. He has 
produced copy of the attendance register for the months 
of February 1985 and March 1985 to satisfy that he was 
engaged in the year 1985. Those were marked as Exts. W2 
and W3. Management has got a case that there was no 
practice of marking attendance by the casual labourers. It 
is also pointed out that in para 12 of the proof affidavit of 
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WW1 filled in lieu of chief examination on 5th May 2010 in 
this case he is stated to be aged 40 years. If that be so he 
was aged only 15 years in the year 1985. In Ext. W4, copy 
of the electoral card, his age is 24 on 01.01.1998. Then his 
age was about 11 years in 1985. There is the least possibility 
of a minor being employed as a casual labourer by the 
Department of Telecom. Ext. W1 was produced to prove 
that he was employed as casual labourer during 2000 to 
2002. But it would go to show that he had received cost for 
arranging workmen for the Telephone Exchange, Koduvally. 
There is no case for the workman either in the claim 
statement or during his examination as WW1 that he was 
engaged continuously for a period of 240 days in an year 
at any time. In para 16 of the claim statement it is stated that 
he had worked for 220/206 days in an year. Fara 17 of the 
proof affidavit contains an averment to that effect During 
his cross examination he did not make any answer to the 
question about the number of days worked in an year. It 
was stated by him that he was engaged by an officer of the 
department of telecom. There is absolutely no evidence in 
this case to prove that he was appointed as a casual labour 
or he bad worked for a period of more than 240 days in an 
year at any time. Being only a casual labour his services 
can be terminated at any time by the management without 
complying with the requirements under Section 25-F of the 
Industrial Disputes Act- At any cost there is no reason to 
hold that his service was illegally terminated by the 
management. 

14 Point No. 3: As it is not proved that there was 
termination of the service of the workman and the same is 
not iegai and valid he is not entitled to any relief. 

The award will come into force one month after its 
publication in the official gazette 

Dictated to the Personal Assistant, transcribed and 
typed by her, corrected and passed by me on this the 25 th 
day of October, 2011. 

APPENDIX 

Witness for the Workman 

WW 1 - Shri Shaji K., Workman 

Witness for the Management 

MW1 - Rajan Nair M.T., Sub Divisional 

Engineer, BSNL, Kunnamangalam. 

Exhibits for the Workman 

W1 - Photocopy of the Work Diary. 

W2 - Photocopy of the Atendance 

Register for the month of March 
1985. 


W3 


Photocopy of the Attendance 
Register for the month of February 
1985. 

W4 

- 

Photocopy of the voters identity card 
of the workman. 

W5 

“ 

Photocopy of Order No, LC.III/ 
152/OP No. 19753/2003 dated 
30.09.2003, 

W6 

- 

Photocopy of the judgement dated 
6.7.2007 in W.P. (C) 35782/05. 

W7 


Photocopy of the counter reply 
statement filed by Shri C. 
Rajagopalan. 

Exhibits for the Management 

Ml 


Photocopy of the Official 
Memorandum dated 30.09.2000 of 
Ministry of Communications, 
Department of Tele-communication 
Services and the certificate of 
incorporation dated 15.09 2000 issued 
by the Registrar of Companies. 

M2 

- 

Photocopy of letter No. 270-6/84- 
STN dated 22.06.1988 of DOT 

M3 

- 

Photocopy of the rules regarding the 
destruction of accounts records. 

M4 


Photocopy of the personal file of Shri 
V.K. Narayanan Nair, Part-time 
employee of Koduvlly Telephone 
Exchange. 

M5 


Photocopy of Appendix-3 in Part-I, 
Vol. Ill of the Posts and Telegraphs 
Financial Handbook. 

M6 


Photocopy of Chapter XI in Vol. I of 
Swamy's Compilation of Posts & 
Telegraphs Financial Handbood. 


M 16 WWT, 2011 
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New Delhi, the 16th November, 2011 

S.O. 3563,—hi pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref No. 16/2006) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum Labour 
Court, Kolkata as shwon in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of Goapara Telephone Exchange under Maid a 
Teterome District of BSNL and their workman, which w as 
received bv the Central Government on 16 A 1.2011. 

[No. L4001 l/l& f 200S'lR(DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Undersecretary. 

ANNEXURE 

CENIKAL C^VTJ^lENTINDliSmALTO 
AT KOLKATA 


Parties: employers in relation to the management of 
Telecom, Distt. Malda 


Their Workmen. 

Present: Justice Manik Mohan Sarkar 


Appearance: 

On behalf of the 
Management 


On behalf of the Mi 

Workmen 

Stale: West Bengal. 

Dated: 31st October, 2011. 


...Presiding Officer 


Mr P.K. Chatteijee, Ld. 
Advocate with 
Mr J.N. Chowdhury, Ld. 
Advocate. 

Mr. S.K. Ghosh, Ld. Advoate 


Indutry: Telecom. 


award 

By Order No. L-4001 1/I6/2005-lR(DU) dated 
IX.05.2006 the Government of India, Ministry of Labour in 
exercise of its powers under Section 10(1 Xd) and (2 A) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 referred the following 
dispute to this Tribual for adjudication: 

"Whether there is employer employee relationship 
between the management of Goalpara Telephone 
Exchange under Malda Telecom District of BSNL and 
Shri Jayant Kumar Dan S/o Late Radha Raman Dan. If 
so, whether the ID raised by Shri Jayant Kumar Dan 
against the management of BSNL about non-payment 
of wages and denial of employment is justified? If so, 
to what relief the workman is entitled to?" 


2. On call today, none is found to be present on 
behalf of either of the parties. 

3. Earlier, on my assumption of office, notice was 
issued to the respective parties on 15.06.2010 and in 
response thereto the workman Shri Jayanta Kumar Dan 
once appeard on 11.08.2010, On that occation the notice 
upon the managment viz. The General Manager, Telecom, 
distt. Malda, Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd., Malda - J32 
301 was found to have been served as the A.D. was 
received bu k with the endorsement of service. Even 
thereafter nof- dy appeared on behalf of he 
management. 

4. It is also found from the record that this matter is 
pending for cross-examination of five witnesses of the 
workman, namely, S Shri Asesh Krishna Goswami, As! im 
Chakraborty, Biswa Privs Koy Chowdhury, Jatmdra Nith 
Ghosh and Jayanta Kumar Dan. Unfortunately, neither he 
w orkman nor the Ld. Advocate on beiul l ot the workman is 
present. None of the witnesses roe is present. None also 
appears today on behalf of the management. 

5. It is revealed from the record that on 13.04.2011 
fresh notice was directed to be issued to the respective 
parties, which was actually issued on 21.04.2011 as it 
appears from the receipt of the Registered Post affixed in 
the case record. Though no A.D. Card has been received 
till date, service is presumed to have been done since the 
notices to the respective parties were sent by Registered 
Post with A.D. with proper postage stamp and in the correct 
address and in view of the said fact even though the A.D. 
Card has not been received back after service, service is 
presumed since more than one month has passed after 
issue of the notices. 

6. In that case it is presumed that none of the parties 
are interested to proceed with the present reference any 
more and it is being unnecessarily dragged on with the 
expectation that the parties may appear and pursue their 
respective cases. In view of the conduct of the respective 
parties, specially from the side of the workman, it is 
presumed that at present no industrial dispute is prevailin g 
So, the present reference is presumed to have no industrial 
dispute at present. 

7. In view of the above finding, let a "No Dispuie 
Award" be recorded in the present reference. 

An Award is passed accordingly. 

JUSTICE MANIK MOHAN SARKAR, Presiding Officer 
Dated, Kolkata, 

The 31st October, 2011. 




[qPTII-tSffS 3(ii)] 


io, 201 i/arosiim 19 , 1933 


9047 


^ ftwft, 16 2011 

Wff 3564.—afreftPrar firm? srfafm, 1947 

(1947 4>T 14) 4ft *JTCT 17 ^ 3, 

(K+K TJfl* ^ +ltfl+i 4* ^ 

**5 ftzjNwf afo -3^ +>1+1(1 ^ srjsq 3 
4 ft«iiPi+ f?r?^ if -ht+k 3 faft ft i + 3# 

1+T»T T+r#T ^ T^ri (iM -tim 8/2009) 4?T 

9 +il*M ^ t, m*n 4 ?r 16 i 2011 ^ 

3TT<T 1J3TT «H | 

[#■ 159-40012/35/2008 - anfew (■$«£)] 

rtlnl, 3WR «R*q 

New Delhi, the 16th November, 2011 

S.O. 3564.— in pursuance of Section 17 of the 
industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award {Ref. No. 8/2009) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal cum Labour 
Court, Cochin as shown in the Annexure, in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of General Manager Telecom, BSNL, Calicut 
and their workman, which was received by the Central 
Government on 16.11.2011. 

[No. L-40012/35/2008-IR(DU)] 
JOHAN TOPNO, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAIXX T M'LABOUR COURT, 
ERNAKULAM 

Present: Shri. D. SreevalIabhan,B.Sc., LL.B., 
Presiding Officer 

(Tuesday the 27th day of October, 2011/ 
5thKartika, 1993) 

I.D.8/2009 

Workman Shri. C. Velayudhan, 

Chalil Hoiise, 

Koduvallv, 

Kozhikode. 

ByAdv. Smt. Sadhana Kumari. E 

Management : The General Manager, 

Telecom, B.S.N.L., 

Calicut 

ByAdv. Saji Varghese. 

This case coming up for final hearing on 21.10.2011 
and this Tribunal-cum-Labour Court on 27.10.2011 passed 
the following. 


AWARD 

In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub-section (1) and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) the Central 
Government referred this industrial dispute for adjudication 
to this Tribunal vide order No. L-40012/35/2008-IR (DU) 
dated 16.02.2009, with the following schedule: 

'’Whether the action of the management of the 

General Manager, Telecom BSNL, Calicut, in 

terminating the services of their workman Shri. 

C.Velayudhan w.ef. 2003 is legal and justified? If 

not, to what relief the workman is entitled to?" 

2. This reference is made at the instance of the 
workman with regard to the termination of his services by 
the management w.e.f 2003. After his appearance before 
this Tribunal he filed claim statement by making a prayer 
for regularising his service as a casual labourer by making 
allegations in support of the same and without any specific 
allegation challenging the validity of termination of his 
service. 

3. According to him he was appointed as a casual 
labourer by the authorized officers of the Department of 
Telecom in accordance w ith the rules. He was engaged as 
Mazdoor in various offices during intermittent periods from 
1973 onwards and w'as continuously engaged from 
02.11.1999 till 2003. He was issued with a casual mazdoor 
card on 08.02.198 3 and lus name was in the muster rolls. As 
per Casual Labourers (Grant of Temporary Status and 
Regularisation) Scheme dated 07.11.1989 he was entitled 
to be confirmed with temporary status. It was not done 
even after making several representations and filing cases 
against the management. Persons similarly placed and 
junior to him have been regularized by the management 
without even considering the representations made by him 
for regularisation. Hence he filed O.P. No. 19753/2003 before 
the Hon'ble High Court of Kerala and pursuant to the 
direction in that case he filed application for regularisation. 
But the same was rejected by the management. As he had 
worked from 1977 till 2003 which is more than 26 years after 
his appointment by the authorized officers of the DOT and 
he had worked for 220 days in an year before the imposition 
of ban of casual labourers he is entitled to be regularized. 

4. In the written statement filed by the management it 
is contended that the claimant is not entitled to get any 
relief as there is nothing to satisfy the conditions to be 
fulfilled for the conferment for empanelment, temporary 
status and regularisation. The DOT used to engage casual 
labourers for their various works related to expansion of 
telephone network. But there was a total ban on recruitment/ 
engagement of casual workers from 22.06.1988. In order to 
claim temporary status as per the Casual Labourers (Grant 
of Temporary Status and Regularisation) Scheme the casual 
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labourer must be one in employment before the ban and 
also at the time of the commencement of the scheme and in 
continuous service of at least one year, out of which he 
must have been engaged on work for a period of 240 days 
(206 in the case of offices observing five day week). The 
claimant was unable to satisfy the fulfillment of the 
conditions for temporary status. He had abandoned the 
casual work before one year from the date of commencement 
of the scheme and hence it was impossible to count his 
past casual service for any purpose. Only those who were 
eligible for temporary status were given the benefits. The 
management had done nothing to deny the benefits that 
are legitimately due to him. As per the direction of the 
Central Administrative Tribunal, Emakulam Bench in OA 
1402/93 and the connected cases, applications were invited 
for empanelment and those found to be eligible after 
scrutiny were empanelled. The workman had not submitted 
any application for empanelment which was to be made 
within a period of 30 days from the date of publication of 
notice. His applications and representations for 
regularisation were properly considered by the competent 
authority But the same were rejected as there was no merit 
in his claim. Hence he is not entitled to any relief. 

5. No rejoinder was filed by the workman even though 
he was afforded sufficient opportunity to file the same. 

6 . On the side of the workman he was examined as 
WW1 and Exts. W1 to W5 were marked. MW1 was 
examined and Exts. M1 to M5 were marked from the said of 
the management. 

7. The points for determination are: 

1. Whether the claim for regularisation can be 
considered in this reference? 

2. Whether there is any reason to hold that the 
management of the General Manager, Telecom 
BSNL. Calicut in terminating the services of their 
workman Sri C. Velayudhan w.e.f. 2003 is not legal 
and justifiable? 

3. What relief, if any, the workman is entitled to? 

8 . Point No. 1:—The reference is for the purpose of 
adjudication of the dispute whether the termination of the 
workman from the services of the management w.e.f. 2003 
is legal and justified. The reference is not in any way 
concerned with regularisation of his service. The entire 
pleadings as well as the evidence adduced in this case 
have no bearing on the question of considering the 
termination of his service. Regularisation is not a matter 
crops up for consideration in this reference. It cannot even 
said to be a matter appearing to be connected with or 
relevant to the dispute for the purpose of answering the 
reference. It is not known what persuaded the workman to 
formulate the pleadings and to adduce evidence for 
considering the issue of regularisation. 


[Part II—Sfec. 3(ii)] 

9. An industrial dispute as to regularisation is to be 
espoused either by a union or a number of workrm n in the 
establishment. In the decision reported in Mangalam 
Publications (India) Ptv. Ltd. v. Thampy it was clearly laid 
down that grievance of an individual workman cannot be 
adjudicated in a reference under S. 10(1 )(c). There] n it was 
held: 

'’The dispute should be (1) between the employees 
and employers (2) between employers and workmen/' 
(3) between workmen and workmen/(4) ind the 
dispute should be regarding (a) employment or non- 
employment/(b) the terms of cmployment/(c) the 
conditions of labour of any person. It is failly clear 
that the industrial dispute contemplated unde: S. 2(k) 
is a collective industrial dispute. Any grievance of a 
workman in an industry has normally a cc llective 
dimension and if that is resolved through the 
collective effort, either the management nor other 
workmen need be dragged to unnecessary 111 igation. 
Otherwise, it would lead to the situation of every 
workman either opting for or being forced tc getting 
his grievance redressed in an adjudication. That 
would certainly affect the industrial peace. Individual 
grievances unless sponsored through the Union or 
when there is no Union through the medium of an 
appreciable number of workmen in the establi shment, 
cannot be adjuciated as an industrial dispute in a 
reference under S. 10(l)(c)." 

10. Here in this case it is only an individual dispute 
and cannot even be treated as an industrial dispute. An 
industrial dispute under the Industrial Disputes Act is to 
be one between the employer and workmen which is 
connected with the employment or non employment or the 
terms of employment or the conditions of labou r of any 
person. There is a distinction between individual dispute 
and collective dispute. When an individual dispute 
becomes a collective dispute between the employment and 
the workmen it can be treated as an industrial dispute under 
the said Act. An individual dispute which has not become 
a collective dispute cannot be characterized as an industrial 
dispute. It is a necessary requirement that the claim put 
forward should be one behalf of the employees orworkmen 
generally. The essential characteristic of an irdustrial 
dispute is a difference of opinion between the e mployer 
and the employees in an industry in relation to a claim 
generally made on behalf of the employees or of a section 
of the employees or of even one employee depending upon 
the facts and circumstances of the peculiar case. It is well 
settled law that an individual workman cannot raise an 
industrial dispute coming within the purview of S. 2(k) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

11. This Tribunal has no jurisdiction to consider the 
question of regularisation except through a reference 
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espoused by a union or a substantial number of workmen 
in the establishment. As the question of regularisation will 
not come within the scope of this reference it does not 
deserve any consideration. 

12. Point No. 2:—It is the case of the workman that 
he was working as a casual labourer during intermittent 
periods from 1973 to 02.11.1999 and thereafter continuously 
up to 2003. As already pointed out there is conspicuous 
absence of pleading as to termination of his services. In 
the claim statement there is no allegation that he was 
continuously employed for 240 days in an year as a casual 
labourer and that his service was terminated without 
complying with the requirements under Section 25-F of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. It is only stated that he was 
in service till 2003. Even according to him he had worked 
only for 220 days in an year as a casual labourer. Even 
though it is alleged that he was appointed by the authorized 
officers of the DOT as a casual Mazdoor no document is 
produced to prove the same. Exts. W1 and W2 were 
produced to prove that he had worked as casual labourers 
in broekn periods during the year 1976 to 1978 and 1983 to 
1984. The contention put forward by the management in 
the written statement is that the workman abandoned his 
casual work before one year prior to the implementation of 
the Casual Labourers (Grant of Temporary Status and 
Regularisation) Schemes which came into effect on 
1.10.1989. There is no satisfactory evidence in this case to 
proive that the workman was engaged from 1973 to 2003 as 
alleged by him. There is absolutely no evidence from 1973 
to 2003 as alleged by him. There is absolutely no evidence 
in this case to prove that he had worked for a period of 
more than 240 days in an year at any time. It is pointed out 
by the learned counsel for the management that in para 12 
of the proof affidavit filed by him on 01.06.2010 he is stated 
to be aged 51 years. If that be so he was aged only 13 years 
in the year 1973. There is the least possibility of a minor 
being employed as a casual labourer by the Department of 
Telecom. There is no case for the workman either in the 
claim statement or during his examination as WW1 that he 
was engaged continuously for a period of 240 days in an 
year at any time. In para 17 of the proof affidavit it is clearly 
stated that he had worked for 220 days in an year. There is 
absolutely no evidence to prove that he was appointed as 
a casual labourer or that he had worked for a period of more 
than 240 days. Being only a casual labourer his services 
can be terminated any time by the management without 
complying with the requirements under Section 25-F of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. At any cost there is no reason to 
hold that his service was illegally terminated by the 
management, 

13. Point No. 3:—As it is not proved that there was 
termination of the service of the workman and the same is 
not legal and valid he is not entitled to any relief. 


The award will come into force one month after its 

publication in the official gazette 

Dictated to the Personal Assistant, transcribed and 

typed by her, corrected and passed by me on this the 27th 

day of October, 2011. 

D. SREEVALLBH AN. Presiding Officer 

APPENDIX 

Witness for the Workman 

WW1 — Shri C. Velayudhan. Workman, 

Witness for the Management 

MW 1 — Rajan Nari M T. Sub Divisional Engineer, 

BSNL, Kunnamangalam. 

Exhibits for the Workman 

W1 — Photocopy of Casual Mazdoor Card 

W2 — Photocopy of the certificate No. E-17/ 

82-83/97 dated 29.10.1982 issued by Sub- 
Divisional Officer, Telegraphs, Calicut- 
5. 

W3 - Photocopy of Order No. LC. 111/ 152/OP 

No. 19753/2003 dated 30.09.2003 of the 
Chief General Manager, Telecom, BSNL, 
Kerala Circle, Trivandrum-33. 

W4 - - Photocopy of the Judgement dated 

06.07.2007 in WP(C) 35782 of2005( 1). 

W5 - Photocopy of the counter reply 

statement filed by C. Rajagopalan, 
Assistant General Manager 
(Administration), O/o. the Principal 
General Manager Telecom, Kozhikode. 

Exhibits for the Management 

Ml — Photocopy of the Official Memorandum 

dated 30.09.2000 of Ministry of 
Communications, Department of 
Telecommunication Services and the 
certificate of incorporation dated 
15.09.2000 issued by the Registrar of 
Companies. 

M2 — Photocopy of letter No. 270-6/84-STN 

dated 22.06.1988 of DOT 

M3 — Photocopy of the rules regarding the 

destruction of accounts records. 

M4 — Photocopy of Appendix-3 in Part-I, Vol. 

Ill of the of Posts and Telegraphs 
Financial Handbook. 

M5 — Photocopy of Chapter XI in Vol. I of 

Swamy's Compilation of Posts & 1 
Telegraphs Financial Handbook. 1 


4330 G1/2011—20 
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"KYYAUNTTED COAL WORKERS UNIOl 
KHAS MAHAL PROJECT KEY PRAVi 
TRASEYMANG KISUNCHIMEYDIYE 
KARMKARO KO NTYAM1T KI YA JAYE 
EVAM NAYASANGAT HAIN? YADI 
KARMKAR KIS RAHAT KEY PAT 
TATHAKIS TARDCH SEY?" 


HKKICCL 
►HTAN- 
0AYE 60 
UCHIT 
HAN TO 
RA HAIN 


2. None respresented the Union concerned nor the 
workmen Shri Rajendra Rewani and 59 others as j>er the list 
annexed to the reference, nor any witness produce on behalf 
of the workman for evidence. Mr. D.K. Vemui, the Ld. 
Advocate for the management is present. 


S.O. 3565.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No . 13S/ 
2001) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court-2, DHANBAD , as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employees 
in relation to the management of M/s CCL f and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 16-11-2011. 

[No. L-20012/90/2001-IR(C-I)] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEF ORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD. 

PRESENT 


3. Periused the case record. I find that this is the 
eldest case of the year 2001 which has been pend ing so far 
since 31.8.2004 for the evidence of workmen, for which 
notices dt. 15.7.08 and 23.11.2010 were issued to he Union 
Secretary concerned for the production of witnesses on 
behalf of the workmen, yet not a single witness he Union 
has produced for evidence in order to preve the case of 
these workmen. It is also apparent from the a se record 
that despite giving hill opportunities including the last 


chance the Union failed to produce any WW. 
conduct of the Union representative as well as thd 


clearly shows their disinclination to proceed witJi the case 
Hence, it is dosed, as proceeding with the case for 
uncertainty will not bear any positive result. Accordingly 
order is passed. 

KISHORI RAM, Presiding Officer 


Thus the 
workmen 


Shri Kishori Ram, 

Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under Section 10 
(1) (d) of the I.D. Act, 1947. 

R EF ER ENCE NQ r l?$QF2 Q0 I 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the management of 

CCL and their workmen, 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the workmen : None 
On behalf of the employees : Mr. D.K. Verma, 

Advocate. 

S ate: Jharkhand : Industry: Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 20th Sept. 201. 

ORDER 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them under Section 
!0(i )(d) of the I.D. Act., 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order 
No 1.-2001 2 '90/2001 C-I dated, the 30.9.2001. 


ANNEXURErA 
L-20012/90/2001 IR(C-l) 

STATEMENT SHOWING THE DETAILS OF THOSE 
R.W, WORKINGONETIME RATE JOBATKMP 


SI. Name design. 
No. 


1. Shri Rajendra Rawani, 
PRW 


PIS NO. 


11962990 


Designati an 
which 

performance 

job 


Maz. Cat 


(F/Breaker) 


Period/ 

date 

since 

working 


1988 


2. Shri Minatulla, PRW 

3. Shri Arjun Raw, PRW 

4 Shri Haridas Singh, PRW 

5 Shri Minaj, PRW 

6. Shri Sona Ram, PRW 

7. Shri Bhuneshwar Saw, 
PRW 


11960457 

-do- 


11949146 

-do- 


11954849 

Cat. 1 M 

1Z. 

12227426 

-do- 


12703021 

-do- 


11950953 

-do- 



1993 

1994 
1994 
1996 
1994 
1994 


8. Shri Raghu Singh, PRW 11962818 


-do- 


1993 


:• 4. 
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SI 

No. 

Name design. 

PIS NO. 

Designation 

which 

performance 

job 

Period/ 

date 

since 

working 

9. 

Shri Laldhari Mahto, 
PRW 

11958394 

-do- 

1994 

10. 

Shri Ash lam Asraf, PRW 

12727376 

-do- 

1995 

1 1. 

Shri Moti Mahto, PRW 

11296096 

-do- 

1994 

12 

Shri Dhaneshwar Prasad, 
PRW 

11952823 

-do- 

1996 

13. 

Shri Sadhu Dhobi, PRW 

1 1964772 

-do- 

1996 

14. 

Shn Lakhan Dhobi, PRW 

11958133 

-do- 

1996 

15. 

Shri Sundar Manjhi, PRW 

119671 14 

-do- 

1984 

16. 

Shri Goutam BP, PRW 

11954492 

-do- 

1984 

17. 

Shn K Ashok, PRW 

11956747 

-do 

1984 

18 

Shri Bhagwat la!, PRW 

11950367 

-do¬ 

1984 

19. 

Smt Kainli, PRW 

12730909 

do 

1996 

20 

Sim DK Devi, PRW 

12712 501 

-do- 

1993 

2 J 

Smt iugni Devi, PRW 

12712477 

Sote Maz 

1993 

22 

Shri Kalidas Manjhi, 

PRW 

I1956927 

G. Meat 

1996 

23 

Shri Vimal Singh, PRW 

II951126 

-do- 

1996 

24 

Shri C'hholdal Saw, PRW 

11952108 

Blasling Maz 

1994 

25 

Shri Rati Modi. PRW 

11964392 

lixpl 

1994 

26 

Shri Manger Munda, 

PRW' 

l1959558 

ExpJ. Carr. 

1994 

27 

Shri Ramlal Lohar, PRW 

11963303 

Lxp Carr. 
Cat. II 

1 994 

28 

Shn Dhaneshwar Gosai 

11952769 

-do- 

1995 

29 

Shn lansen Kole, PRW 

J1967379 

-do- 

J 994 

30 

Shn Sanjay Kr Shanna, PRWI 2727301 -do- 

1995 

31 

Shn A jay Kr Salt, PRW 

12727350 

-do- 

1994 

3 2 

Shri Gnkul Kole, PRW 

I1954377 

-do- 

1994 

3 3 

Shri Silarain Raj war 

11966223 

-do- 

1994 

34 

Shri Riyasal Mian, PRW 

11964459 

-do- 

1994 

35 

Shri Basal Kumar, PRW 

12727277 

-do- 

1994 

36 

Shri Mishit Mahto, PRW 

11960465 

Maz.Cat.il 

1992 

37. 

Shri Lulu Mian. PRW' 

J1958535 

Driller, 

Cat. II 

1994 

38. 

Shri Muslapha ivfian, 

PRW 

11961026 

Driller He! 
Cal II 

1994 

39 

Shu At/al Ansari. PRW 

11959962 

Clerk Gr II 

1983 

40 

Shn 1 lasniat Ah. PRW 

12726875 

T rammer. 
Cat. Ill 

1994 

41 

Sim Sohnath Lohar, PRW 1 1966645 

-do- 

1994 

42 

Shri Rajendra Pd Bumwal 

12727384 

-do- 

1994 

43 

Shri Altaqne Akhlar, PRW 1 195995 

-do- 

1994 

44 

Shn A hi n Tanti. PRW 

12727285 

-do- 

1994 

45 

Shri Jagemtm. PRW 

11956695 

-do- 

1994 

46 

Shn Budhu Kcwal, PRW 

12703351 

-do- 

1994 


SI. 

No. 

Name design. 

PIS NO. 

Designation 

which 

performance 

job 

Period/ 

date 

since 

working 

47. 

Shri Sudharu Kewat, 

11966801 

-do- 

1994 


PRW 




48 

Shri Banmali, PRW 

11946864 

-do- 

1994 

49. 

Shri Mahadeo, PRW 

11959079 

-do- 

1993 

50 

Shri Biswanath No 1, 

11951423 

-do- 

1993 


PRW 




51 

Shri Deepak Kahar. 

11952553 

-do- 

1993 


PRW 




52. 

Shri Probodh Mishra, 

12713053 

-do- 

1995 


PRW 




53. 

Shri Dumbi Munda, 

11953312 

-do- 

1996 


PRW 




54. 

Shri Sahu Munda 

11964947 

-do- 

1996 

55. 

Shri Somu Munda, PRW 

11966462 

-do- 

1996 

56 

Shri Atimuddin Mian, 

11948767 

-do- 

1996 


PRW 




57. 

Shri Kailakh Mahto, 

11956851 

-do- 

1996 


PRW 




58. 

Shn Ghashi Ram, PRW 

12725735 

Number Takar 

1992 

59. 

Shri Qurban Asnari, PRW 1 1962685 

-do- 

1992 

60. 

Shri Ralhlal Dhobi, PRW 11964343 

Store Maz. 

1984 




Cat. 1 PP/TR 



^ ft?#, 

16 

2011 
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New Delhi, 16th November, 2011 

S.O. 3566.— In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 05/2005) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum - 
Labour Court-2, DHANBAD, as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employes in relation 
to the management of M/s CCL , and their workman, which 
was received by the Central Government on 16-11 -2011. 

[No. L-20012/116/2004-IR(C“I)] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 
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ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO.2) AT DHANBAD. 

PRESENT 

Shri Kishori Ram, 

Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under 
Section 10(1) (d) of the I.D. Act, 1947. 



PARTIES: Employers in relation to the management of 

Bastacolla Area of M/s. BCCL and their 
workman. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the workman : None 

On behalf of the employers : Mr. U. N. Lai, Advocate. 

State : Jharkhand : Industry: Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad 4th November, 2011. 

ORDER 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them under Section 
10( 1 )(d) of the I.D. Act, 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order 
No. L-20012/116/2004-I.R.(C-1),dated, the 15th Dec.,2004. 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the management of Bastacolla 
Area of M/s. BCCL in denying the payment of wages 
to Sri Bhikhai Jaiswara, Mining Sirdar of Ganudih 
Colliery for the following period of suspension is fair 
and legal? 

24.8.02 to 3.9.02--lOdays 
21.6.03 to 30.6.03- 10 days 
9.10.03 to 27.10.03-19 days 

If not, to what relief is the concerned workan 
entitled?" 

2. None represented the workman Bikhai Jaiswara, 
nor any witness for the evidence of workman has been 
produced Mr. U. N. Lai, the Ld. Advocate is present for the 
management. 

3. Perused the case record. The present reference 
relates to the issue about the denial of the management to 
the payment of wages to the workman, the Mining Sirdar 
Ghanodh Colliery for the period of his suspension as 
specified under the Schedule. The case has been pending 
for the evidence of workman since 21.2.06 for which Regd. 


Notices dt. 5.11.07,29.11.07,20.3.08,25.10.2010, and lastly 
the show cause dt. 01.04.2011 were issued to the Union 
Representative but till now even after giving las t chance 
no witness for the evidence of workman has been produced. 
The conduct of the Union as well as the workman for not 
producing any witness in behalf of the workman clearly 
indicates its or his disinterestedness in contesting the suit 
of the year 2004. Under these circumstances, proceeding 
with the case for infinity is futile as the wastage of time and 
energy of the Tribunal. Hence the case is closed and 
accordingly order is passed. 

KISHORI RAM. Presiding Officer 

f^t, 16 2011 
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New Delhi, the 16th November, 2011 

S.O. 3567—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 165/ 
2000) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal - 
cum-Labour Court-2, DHANBAD , as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of M/s. BCCL , and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 16/11/2011. 

[No. L-20012/196/2000-IR(C-I)] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMEl> T 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO.2) AT 

DHANBAD. 

PRESENT 

Shn Kishori Ram, 

Presiding Officer, 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute uncier 
Section 10(1) (d) of the I.D. Act, 1947. 

REFE R ENCE NQ, 16? QF3 W Q 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the management of 

M/s. BCCL and their workman. 
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APPEARANCES: 


New Delhi, The 16th November, 2011 


On behalf of the workman : None 
On behalf of the employers : None 
State : Jharkhand : Industry : Coal, 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 8th Nov,, 2011 

ORDER 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them under Section 
10(1 )(d) of the I.D. Act, 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order 
No.L-20012/196/2000 (C-1), dated, the 18th October, 2000. 

"Whether the action of the management of Tetulmari 
Colliery of M/s. BCCL in not regularising the service 
of Sri Upendra Bouri as General Mazdoor Cat. I is 
justified? If not, to what relief is the concerned 
workman entitled and from what date?” 

2. None represented the Union for the workman 
Upendra Bauri, nor any witness produced for the evidence 
of the workman despite the registered notices. Likewise 
none represented the management. 

3. The present reference relates to the issue under 
Schedule about the action of the management of Tetulmari 
Colliery of M/s. BCCL in not regularising the service of 
workman Upendra Bauri as General Mazdoor Category-I. 
From the perusal of the case record it is evident that the 
case has been pending for the evidence of the workman 
since 5.5.2004, since then a number of registered notices 
dt. 4.3.08,4.4.08,25.10.10,7.6.11 (show cause) and lastly 
26.8.2011 were issued to the Union/workman yet till now 
not a single witness for the evidence of workman has been 
produced despite giving last chance. The conduct of the 
Union as well as the workman clearly shows its/his 
unwillingness to contest the case. Proceeding with the 
case for uncertainty is mere wastage of time and energy for 
no reasons. Hence the case is closed and accordingly order 
is passed. 

K1SHORT RAM, Presiding Officer 

fterA 16 2011 
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S.O, 3568,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award ( Ref. No . 49/2004) 
of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court-2 , DHANBAD y as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of M/s . BCCL, and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 16/11/ 
2011. 


[No. L-20012/256/2003-IR(C-I)] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
IN DUSTRLAL TRIBUNAL (No. 2)AT 
DHANBAD. 

PRESENT 

Shri Kishori Ram, 

Presiding Officer 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under 
Section 10(1) (d) of the I.D. Act, 1947. 

REFERENCE NO. 49 OF 2004 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the management of 

P.B. Area of M/s. BCCL and their woria nan. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the workman : Mr. Sunil Kumar, 

Advocate. 

On behalf of the employers : Mr. D.K, Verma, Advocate. 
State : Jharkhand Industry: Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 2nd Nov., 2011. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them under Section 
10 ( 1 )(d) of the I.D. Act., 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their order 
No.L-20012/256/2003-IR(C-l), dated, the 26th March, 2004. 

"Whether the action of the management of KB 5/6 
Pits Colliery of M/s. BCCL in dismissing Shri Deepak 
Kumar from the services of the company w.e.f. 6.4.98 
is fair an justified? If not, to what relief is the concerned 
workman entitled?” 

2. The case of the sponsoring Union for workman 
Deepak Kumar is that as per Appointment letter dt. 24.9.96/ 
9.10. issued by the G.M. P.B. Area he was initially appointed 
as & Miner/Leader at Bhagaband Colliery under Special 
V.R.S. (female) in place of his mother Smt. Champa Kamin, 


4330 GI/ 2011—21 
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Sweeper at Gopalchak Colliery of the same Area. As per the 
Office Order dt. 18.10.1996 of the Project Officer, Bhagaband 
Colliery he was posted there along other Miner/Leaders. 
The concerned appointees including him were directed to 
appear before Group Training Officer, P.B. Area for their 
basic training for underground job w.e.f. 19.10.1996. The 
Group Training Officer, P.B. Area, as per letter dt. 01.11.96 
requested the Project Officer concerned for job Training of 
concerned Miner/Leaders. On completion of his training 
period of 47 days between 25.10.1996 to 19.12.1996, the 
Group framing Officer, Group V.T.C. P.B. Area, as per letter 
dt. 19.12.96 released the workman to report for normal duty 
of Miner/Leader. Consequently the along with other Miner/ 
Leaders was released vide Office Order dt. 30.11.96 to report 
for duties at Balihari Colliery as per the Dy. Chief Personnel 
Manager, P.B. Area’s letter dt. 22/23.11.96. 

The workman was again transferred to 5/6 pits, Hydro 
Mining of the Same Area as per Office Order dt. 25.3.1997; 
thus he was frequently transferred by the Management 
deliberately to harass him. While he was under treatment 
of Govt. Dispensary/Hospital including Central Hospital, 
Dhanbad due to his illness from 25.8.1997 after his reference 
by the Management and despite his information of it to the 
Management, he was issued a Chargesheet for absentism 
after four months and was dismissed from service arbitrarily, 
illegally and whimsically, without any second show cause 
or consideration of his inabilities of sicknes, though he 
had reported for his duties after his recovery. He had 
submitted his reply and relevant papers in the Enquiry, 
Just an eye wash, yet the Enquiry Officer unconsidered it. 
The approval of his dismissal by the Competent Authority 
was a formality, and the dismissal of a poor person of 
Scheduled Caste for alleged absence of 4 months is 
dispreporuomne and illegal and arbitrary. The Management 
iiad allowed many workmen’s mercy petition except his 
with due information of sickness. So the action of the 
management in dismissing the workman from services from 
6.4,1998 is not fair and justified hence he claimed for re¬ 
instatement in his service full back wages. 

3. Specifically denying the allegations of the 
Management, it is pleaded in rejoinder of the workman that 
the case for treatment to Central Hospital is always referred 
through authorities of M/s. BCCL; as such information 
regarding, his sickness was very much there, though the 
workman had also informed the management of his 
sickness, so the issuance of the chargesheet to him was 
irrelevant. Non supply of the Enquiry Report to him was 
against the principle of natural Justice, just as the enquiry 
was quite unfair and improper. 

4. Whereas with categorical denials of the aforesaid 
allegations, pleased case of the Management is that the 
workarnn was permanent Miner/Leader of K.B. 5 6 Pits 
CoPiery of M's. BCCL. He started to absent from his duty 


w.e.f. 26.8.97 without information and sufficiant cause, so 
far his misconduct the Management issued him the 
chargesheet No. 2365 dt. 3.12.97, to which has submitted 
his reply. On finding his reply unsatisfactory, the 
Management appointed the Enquiry Officer to conduct 
domestic enquiry according to the principle of natural 
justice. The Enquiry Officer after due notice fairly and 
properly held the domestic enquiry in presence of the 
workman, and submitted his report, holding him guilty of 
the charge levelled against him. On consideration of the 
entire proceeding the enquiry Report as well the past record 
of the workman, the Management/Disciplinary Authority 
dismissed him as per the dismissal letter dt. 5/6.4 98. The 
past two years attendance of the workman was 45 and 29 
days in the year 1996 and 1997 respectively He never worked 
continuously. He was a habitual absentee. So his dismissal 
was legal and justified. 

Further pleading of the Management in its rejoinder 
is that the transfer of the workman is inciden ai. The 
Management provides free treatment to its employees, but 
the workman never reported his sickness to the Medical 
Officer or the Competent Authority of the Colliery. The 
Enquiry Officer gave him full opportunity for defence in 
the enquiry proceeding. The present industrial dispute as 
raised by the sponsoring Union after lapse of several years 
is not maintainable and the workman is not entitled to any 
relief. 

FINDING W ITH REASONING 

5. In this case, since the Union Representative for 
the workman by the petition dt. 16.1.08 admitted the 
domestic Enquiry fair and proper, after hearing 30th the 
Ledamed Counsels for the respective parties over it, the 
Tribunal as per Order dt. 27,5.11 has accordingly held the 
Domestic Enquiry fair, proper and in accordance with the 
principle of natural justice, and all the enquiry pap ^rs were 
marked as Extt. M-l to M-7 (on formal proof dispensed 
with) with their consent. Hence it came up directly for 
hearing arguments of both sides on merit. 

6. Mr. Sunil Kumar, the Learned Advocate for the 
workman as per the authority letter dt. 08.3.11 of tl e Union 
Jama Mazdoor Sangh submits that the dismiss*! of the 
workman for alleged absence from duty, while he was ill 
was whimsical, non judicious and against social justice. 
Whereas Mr. D.K. Yertna. Learned Advocate for the 
Management contended that the workman never 'eported 
his sickness to the Competent Authority for being his 
unauthorised absentism. his dismissal from seme? passed 
by the competent Authority after due domestic enquiry 
was legal and justified. 

T On persusal of the materials, all the enquiry 
proceeding marked Extt. M-1 to M-7 available on the case 
record. I find the following facts:— 
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(i) The workman Dipak Kumar was admittedly a 
newly appointed employee/M/Leader at 
Bhagaband Colliery under V.R.S. (female) of his 
mother Smt. Champa Kamin, Sweeper of 
Gopakichak colliery of the same Area. He was 
transferred from Bhagaband to Balihari Colliery 
w herefrom to K.B. 5/6 Pits Colliery as evident from 
the Note Sheet (Ext. M~6). 

(ii) The Chargesheet dt. 3.12.97 (Ext. M-2) has the 
charge against him for his absence from duty 
without leave/permission or sufficient cause for 
more than 10 days w.e.f. 26.8.97 as his misconduct 
under clause 26.1.1 of the Certified Standing Order 
(C.S.O). He by his reply dt. 25.12.97 (Ext. M-3) 
admitted his guilt of it, and begged, an excuse for 
the mistake through justifying his absence due to 
his treatment by the Private Doctors for the slowly 
increased pain in his waist and chest caused by 
the slight hurt to him which he got treated by the 
Private Doctor (Dr. B.K. Thakur) as represented 
in his reply and statement (Extt. M-3 and M-4 
saries). 

(iii) The Chargesheet does not refer to his any previous 
such misconduct. 

(iv) No enquiry proceeding shows any second show 
cause to him by the Management prior to his 
dismissal. 

Under these circumstances it is held that the 
dismissal of the workman from the service for aforesaid 
single misconduct is quite disproportionate to his admitted 
guilty. Hence, the dismissal order of the Management X 
towards the workman is set aside. Accordingly it is proper 
to hold that the action of the Management of K.B. 5/6 Pits 
Colliery of M/s. BCCL, in dismissing workman Deepak 
Kumar from the services of the company w.e.f. 06.4.98 is 
not fair and justified in law. So the workman is entitled to 
reinstatement in his service without back wages within a 
month from the date of its publication of the Award in the 
Gazette of India. 

The Management is directed to implement the Aw ard 
in the light of aforesaid observation. 

KISHORJ RAM, Presidmg Officer 

M 16 2011 
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New Delhi, the 16th November, 2011 

S.O. 3569.—In pursuance of Section -17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award (Ref. No. 260/ 
1999) of the Central Government Industrial Tribunal- 
cum-Labour Court-2, DHANBAD , as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of M/s . BCCL , and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 16.11.2011. 

[No. L-20012/465/1998-IR(C-I)] 
D.S.S. SRINIVASA RAO, Desk Officer. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2 AT DHANBAD 

PRESENT 

Shri Kishori Ram, 

Presiding Officer. 

In the matter of an Industrial Dispute under 
Section 10 (1) (d) of the I.D. Act, 1947. 

BfcEE M NCXMQ: m O F l m 

PARTIES: Employers in relation to the management of 

Govindpur Area No. Ill of M/s. BCCL and 
their workman. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of the workman : Mr. S. Sinha, Advocate. 

On behalf of the employers : Mr. D.K. Verma, Advocate. 
State: Jharkhand Industry : Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 28 th October, 2011. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them under Section 
10(1) (d) of the I.D. Act., 1947 has referred the following 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication vide their Order 
No. L-200l2/465/98-IR(C-I), dated, the 4th June, 1999 

SCHEDULE 

’'Whether the action of the Management of 
Govindpur Area No. Ill of M/s. BCCL to dismiss Sh. 
Santosh Singh, Security Guard from service is 
justified? Ifnot, to what relief the concerned workman 
is entitled to?" 

2. The case of the sponsering Union is that workman 
Santosh singli was a pennanent workman as Security Guard 
at Dharmabadh Colliery, Govindpur Area No. Ill of M/s. 
BCCL. His long faithful service was spotless. He w'as not 
allotted any quarter by the management, yet he used to 
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attend his duty from his native village Gulmara, P.O. Pargha, 
Disc. Dhanbad 20 K.M. away from the said Colliery. When 
he fell ill at home on 7.1.94, he informed the Management of 
his sickness by posting letters. As his illness continued, 
accordingly he continued to send its information by post 
to the management. On declaring him fit by the Attending 
doctor on 10.5.95, when he went to resume his duty, the 
management referred to the Medical Superintendent for 
further investigation on 19.5.95. But due to sudden illness 
on the way he could not reach the Medical Superintendent. 
He was again treated by Dr. P.P. Singh, Medical Officer, 
Baliapur, Health Centre, Baliapur, Dhanbad on whose 
declaration of his fitness, when he reported for duty on 
12.3.96, the Management issued him a chargesheet under 
No. DC/PD/96 di. 26.2.96 after two years that he was absent 
from duty from 7.1.94 without information and permission. 
He got it on 29.2.96 and submitted a reply to it. In course of 
the enquiry, he sought adjournments on a few- dates for 
some personal reasons, the management held an exparte 
enquiry into the chargesheet; and unmindfully and 
allegedly dismissed him from his service w.e.f. 26.10.1996. 
He was supplied neither the equiry report nor the finding 
of the Enquiry Officer. Finally the industrial dispute was 
raised through the Union before the ALC(C) Dhanbad, but 
its conciliation failed, hence the reference. 

3. The Union in its rejoinder has specifically denying 
the allegation of the Management, pleaded that the Union 
is functioning there and hets every right to raise dispute of 
its members. Neither the Disciplinary Authority applied his 
mind nor second show cause was given to the workman, 
so the dismisal order was wrong, as the enquiry was not 
fair and proper. 

4. Whereas the case of the management with 
categorical denial is that the reference raised by the Joint 
Secretary of the Union, an unrecognised one, not 
functioning at the Dharmaband Colliery of BCCL is 
unmaintainable. The workman began to absent 
unauthorisedly from his duty from 7.1.94 which was a 
misconduct according to the Certified Standing Order of 
the Company, so the Management issued him the 
chargesheet No. DC/PD/96 dt. 26.2.96 for his misconduct 
to which he submitted his reply dt. 1/19.3.96, denying the 
allegation against him. After finding his reply 
unsatisfactory, the Management appointed an Enquiry 
Officer to conduct domestic enquiry in accordance with 
the principle of natural justice. The Enquiry Officer 
conducted the enquiry in which the workman has fully 
participated, and was given foil apportunities for his 
delence. Thereafter the Enquiry Officer submitted his 
report, holding the charges folly established against the 
workman. The Disciplinary Authority after going through 
the entire preceeding and the enquiry report decided to 
dismiss the workman from service for his proved 
mi .conduct; consequently, the workman was dismissed as 


per his dismissal letter dt. 01.11.96 which was legal and 
justified. The enquiry conducted by the Enquiry Officer 
was fair, proper and according to the principle of natural 
justice. 

In its rejoinder, the Management pleaded that the 
workman in course of Domestic enquiry despite foil 
opportunity failed to produce any paper as a proof for his 
treatment for his long sickness. So the workman is not 
entitled to any relief. 

Finding with Reasoning 

5. The Perusal of the case record clearly reveals that 
since Mr. S. Singh, the Learned Advocate for the workman 
in course of hearing of the Management at preliminary 
point had conceded to the Domestic Enquiry as fair and 
proper, as well as to the Enquiry Papers which were marked 
at Extt. M1 to M9 on formal proof dispensed with, while the 
Presenting Officer of the Enquiury as MW was present, 
the predecesser Presiding Officer of the Tribunal-cum- 
Labour Court as per order dt. 13.01.2006 held the domestic 
enquiry fair, proper and in accordance with the principle of 
natural justice. Accordingly the case directly came up for 
hearing argument on merits. 

6. Meanwhile, on the petition for substitution filed 
on behalf of Biren Devi w/o. late Santosh Siigh (the 
workman) on 22.6.11 along with the original death certificate 
dt. 17.06.09 issued on prescribed form by the Gram 
Panchayat, Chandkuiyan Block Baliapur, Dist. Dhanbad, 
Jharkhand, in respect of the death of the worlunan on 
04.06.09, and no objection to it in behalf of his/ ier heirs 
concerned. She has been substituted for her deceased 
husband as per order dt. 02.8.11 of the Tribunal. 

7. Referring the authority 2007 (3) JLJR (S.B) 599, 
Chandrakant Choubey-versus-State of Jharkhand, Mr. S. 
Sinha, the Ld. Advocate for the Union submits that due to 
falling sick time and again, the workman (now deceased) 
get absent from his duty w.e.f 7.1.94 and he had all along 
informed the management of his illness through Regd. 
letters as also justified by him all along during the domestic 
enquiry for the alleged misconduct, as such his dismissal 
from the service of the management for his alleged 
absentism appears to be harsh punishment as also held in 
the aforesaid case. Whereas Mr. D.K. Verma, Ld. Advocate 
for the management submitted that the workman got treated 
by the Private Doctor for his alleged sickness for two years 
since his absentism w.e.f. 7.1.94, but he did noi file any 
documents to that effect as a proof So after due enquiry 
into his aforesaid absentism, his dismissal from hi s service 
was quite proportionate to it; more-over Biran Devi, the 
wife of late workman Santosh Singh in her affidav t pointed 
her age 36 years on the date of her affidavit on 25.5.11, as 
such no case has been made out in behalf of the workman 
against the dismissal. 
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8. The perusal of the materials namely, the enquiry 
papers marked as Extt. M-i to M-9 available on the case 
record manifests the following facts as I find: 

(i) Deceased workman San tosh Kumar Singh was 
indisputably a permanent employee as Security 
Guard of Dharmabad Colliery, Govindpur Area No. 
Ill of M/s. BCCL; 

(u) The Chargeshectdt. 26.2.96 (Ext. M-2) specifies 
the absence of the workman from his duty from 
07,01.94 under clause 26.1.1 of the Certified 
Standing Order (CSO) which deals with as such 
'Habitual late Attendance or wilful or habitual 
absence from duty without sufficient cause. tT The 
chargesheet was issued to the workman for his 
aforesaid single misconduct of absentism after 
two years giving an opportunity to explain his 
conduct within 48 hours as provided under clause 
72.1 meant for minor penalty as contrasted with 
clause 27.2 which provides a period of 7 days for 
explaining the conduct of workman in case of 
Major penalty which includes dismissal or 
discharge from service under clause 21.1 of the 

c.s.o. 

(lit) The w orkman has all along justified his absence 
due to his illness, for which he was under 
treatment of Shri P.P. Singh, the Medical Officer, 
Primary Health Centre Baliapur, Dhanbad (Extts, 
M-5/12 to M-5/I3 and he regularly informed the 
management of his sickness through his regd. 
letters or under Certificate of Posting (Ext.M-5/5 - 
M-5/11 senes) as also apparent from his statement 
(Ext.M-5/3). 

9. On the consideration of the aforesaid facts, it wx>uld 
not be unjust to observe that the dismissal of the w or km an 
(now deceased) from the service of the company for the 
single aforesaid misconduct of absentism was not only 
shocking but also disproportionate to his dismissal 
permanent service as a Security Guard towards the 
management. So it is liable to be set aside. Moreover, 
dismissal of an employee will be illegal if proper oporlunity 
to meet the accusations has not been given as apparent 
from the application of the workman dt. 25/26.4.96 for an 
adjournment (M-5/14), the request for adjournment was 
not accepted and his explanation has not been considered 
as held in the case of K.V. Panduranga Rao v. Karnataka 
Dairy Development Corporation (1997) 91 FJR 123: 1997. 

In result, it is held that the action of the Management 
of Govindpur Area No. Ill of M/s. BCCL to dismiss workman 
Santosh Singh, Security Guard (now' deceased) from the 
service is entirely legally unjustified. In case of his death 
on 04.06.2009 pner to his superannuation, his legal heirs 
namely, his nay son Ganesh Singh or Kanhai Singh in his 
place according to the choice of his wife, substituted 


petitioner Biran Devi, as she is 65 years old as per her 
affidavit, would be entitled to employment in accordance 
with the rules as per the NCWA, or were the workman 
alive, he w'ould have been entitled to reinstatement of his 
service but without back wages. 

The Management is directed to implement the Aw'ard 
within three months from the date of its publication in the 
Gazette of India in the light of the observation made 
above. 

KISHORi RAM. Presiding Officer 

^ 17 W>rt, 2011 

3570.—afejtfw factR 3Tfaf=RTR, 1947 
(1947 mi 14) mn 17 ^ 3RJTRUI if 
tr^r nmWt 'snm rra mr w ft 

aik sh^+itf ml srjstr if a feftfi re r 
fws if TRmnr a foJ l Pu. arfqmRn f^t ^ 

'Old (TT?^ R7j?fT 25/2006) mt KmiRlKI f, ^ 

tr^tt 17--11-20H wn f3n mi 

[m- TT° ^-12012/I0/2006-an^«31R o («ff-I)] 

rim f% frm arfamiTt 

New Delhi, the 17th November, 2011 

S.O. 3570.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Aw'ard Ref. 25^2006 of 
the Cent. Govt. Indus. Trihuncil-cum-Labouv Court No 2, 
New Delhi as shown in the Annexure. in the industrial 
dispute between the management of Gurgaon Gramin Bank, 
and their workmen, received by the Central Government on 
17/11/2011. 

[No. L-12012/10/2006 - ER(B-I)J 
RAMESH SINGH, DeskOfficer 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE COURT OF SHIR SATN AM SINGH 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

CENTRAL GOYmNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
CUM-LABOUR COURT-If KARJKARDOOMA COURT 

COMPLEX ROOM NO. 33 (GF), A-BLOCK, 
KARKARDOOMA, DELHL 

ID No. 25/2006 

In the matter of dispute between: Dated: 19.10.2011 

Shri Knshan Kumar Jatav, S/o late 
Shn Kila Ram Jatav, Vill. & PO 
Bolni, Tehsil & Distt. Rewari, 

Rewari. .Workman 

VERSUS 
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The Chairman, 

Gurgaon Gram in Bank. 

2069. See tor-4. Gurgaon (Haryana) 

Gurgaon. .Mangement. 


Ex. WM will form part of the award. The reference sent by 
the Govt, of India to this court stands disposed of 
accordingly. 

Dated: 19.10.2011 


AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour vide 
order No, E-12012 10/2006-IR(B-l) dated 16.05.2006 has 
referred the following industrial dispute to this Tribunal 
for adjudication: 


SATNAM SINGH, Presiding Officer 

ID No. 25/2006 

Shri Krishan Kumar Jatav Vs Gurgaon Gramin Bank 
19.10.2011 


"Whether the action of management of Gurgaon 
Gramin Bank in imposing the penalty of removal from 
the services of Shri Krishan Kumar Jatav, senior clerk, 
w.e.f. 26.03.2003 is just and legal? If not to what reloief 
the workman is entitled to?" 

Statement of claim was filed by the workman and 
written statement was filed by the management. Thereafter 
replication too was filed by the workman. The workman 
has concluded his evidence in this case. When the case 
was fixed for evidence of the management the parties 
submitted before the court that they were looking to settle 
the matter and as such on 22.09.2011 the case was fixed for 
reporting about settlement on 31.10.2011. However, in 
between on 19.10.2011 the parties moved a joint application 
informing the court about the settlement having been 
arrived at between the parties and requested for recording 
of the statement. On 19.10.2011 settlement entered into 
between the parties was recorded. The parties have 
mentioned the terms of settlement entered into between 
them in the application exhibited by the me as Ex. WM and 
the terms of settlement have been mentioned in para 3 of 
the application. In the joint statement the parties agreed to 
abide by the terms of settlement. In nutshell it was agreed 
upon between the parties that workman Mr. Krishan Kumar 
Jatav will be reinstated in service from the date on which 
the proceedings initiated by him before the National 
Commission for Schedule Castes are withdrawn by him 
after the present ID is disposed of. It has also been 
specifically agreed between the parties that theperiod from 
the date of his removal from his service i.e. with effect from 
26.03.2003 and till he is reinstated in service will be treated 
as not on duty and the said period will not count for 
previous wages, increments or any other benefits 
whatsoever. The parties also agreed to take care of the 
other terms of settlement as mentioned in para 3 of the 
application Ex. WM. As per their request the settlement 
entered into between the parties has been taken on record 
and an award is passwed in terms of the settlement entered 
into between the parties and mentioned in application Ex. 
WM and more particularly in para 3 of the said application. 


Present: Workman Krishan Kumar Jatav in person 

MR. H.V. Bharamgoudar, GM for Mgmt Bank. 

File has been put up today as a result of the 
application moved by the parties for recording of set lement 
between them and the terms incorporated in the app ication 
itself. The application is also supported by the affidavit of 
the workman Mr. Krishan Kumar Jatav and of M r. H.V. 
Bharamgoudar, General Manager of the management bank. 
The management bank has also enclosed the authorization 
of Mr H.V. Bharamgoudar to move the appropriate 
application as per the approval of the Chairman of the 
management bank in this case. Let joint statement of the 
parties be recorded. 

Joint statement of workman Mr. Krishan Kumar Jatav 
and of Mr. H.V Bharamgoundar, General Manager of the 
managment bank for and on behalf of the management 
bank. 


ID No. 25/2006 is pending in this court since 
2006. The workman approached the managment b 
reconsideration of the matter and on his request the 
was considered at length and the parties have aj 
settle the matter and they have reached a settlemej 
terms of the settlement agreed upon between the w< 
and the management bank have been mentioned i 
of the application. The parties agree to abide by 
of the settlement recorded in the application. In 
the workman will be reinstated in service from the 
which the proceedings initiated by him before the N 
Commissioin for Schedule Castes are withdrawn b; 
after this ID is disposed of. The period from the date 
removal from service i.e. 26.03.2003 and till he is re: 
will be treated as not on duty and the said period 
count for previous wages, increments or any other 
whatsoever. The terms of settlement are also to 
care of by both the parties as mentioned in para 
application. Both the parties request that seti 
recorded in the application may be taken on reo 
award passed in terms thereof and this ID may be 
as finally disposed of and the reference sent by 
of India to this Tribual may be treated as dispij): 
accordingly. The application has been signed 
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workman and Mr. H.V. Bharamgoudar, General Manager of 
the management bank on each page (total 4 pages) 

RO&AC 

19.10.2011 PO 

ORDER 

In view of the settlement arrived at between the 
parties and the terms and conditions mentioned in the 
application (Ex. WM) iteself, an award is passed separately 
in this case in terms of the settlement arrived at between 
the parties and the terms thereof mentioned in the 
application itself. Both the parties will be bound by the 
terns and conditions mentioned in the application. The 
reference sent by the Govt, of India stand disposed of 
accordingly. 

Dated: 19.10.2011 

M 28 2011 

*>T.3n. 3571.—TRPTmT ^ 

WWZto stfMi ^ ft5TT wfrl) 1976 

TC 1987) ^ fw? io ^ (4) ^ SR^RTT 

3, 9R sfa twm wi ^ jmRrcfa frwmsfa 
pHHfofad so Tfirem 

^ ^>T 3TRT 3R 

STftRjf^T Wt t: 


-11017/1/2006—TT. *TTRt.] 
^ 9^T7T, TTf^cJ 

New Delhi, the 28 th November, 2011 

S.O, 3571.—In pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) of Rule 
10 of the Official Language (Use for official purposes of 
the Union) Rules, 1976 (as amended 1987) the Central 
Government hereby notifies following offices undei the 
administrative control of the Ministry of Labour & 
Employment, at least 80% Staff whereof have acquired 
working knowledge of Hindi: 

Sub-Regional Office, Employees’ 

State Insurance Corporation, Noida 

Sub-Regional Office, Employees’ 

State Insurance Corporation, 

Bommasandra 

[No. E-11017/1/2006-RBN] 
CHANDRA PRAKASH, Joint Secy. 
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